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nE tranſaction between Sir R. 
Clayton and me, which is te 
del of the following ſheets,” com- 
menced on the2gth of Auguſt, 1778, 
afid was completed on the 4th of . 3 
1779. No com iblaint was made, or ot 
ally — Whatever exp 


| it was intended to aner an 


hib indecent For we 
ing any ciſcuſion of chem. This 
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purpoſe, than to afford a mere ny: 


In June, 178 5 a Bill in Chancery 


was filpd againſt me by giv Rqbort | 


Clayton, arraigning my conduct in this 
on in the moſt ſevere terms. 5 


le the merits e tþis, diſpyte, 
wert unden the conſideration - 2 2h 
cons, of, juſtice, it wapld have ben, 
abend, 


lait lafed.ill the month of May, 1786. 


Wen Sir Robert Clayton's Bill b 


diſniſſed wich coſts. U chen, for e 
- fiſh ame, thought, myGK Ut. liberty. 
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- which has been fince kept back, partly 
{ * tem am unwillingneſ to- make a fr- 


mily diſpute mo more public, and partly: 
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os A from a faint hope, that. a miſ-under- N 


ſtanding between two near relations 
might have been brought to ani 
eghle agcormodation... .. VIV 0111 111 
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The - Charges which) nw in e | 

0 P 

nn che Court of Qhancery. My defence 

275 is drawn from the admiſſions on the 4 
oaths of Sir Robert Clayton, and of Sir 
John Greſham, Lady Greſham, and 
NMiſs Clayton, the very perſons by 

whoſe advice and inſtigation thoſe 


: ' .o © - 4 0 n — 829 . . ; ' 
| Charges were advanced againſt me. 
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the courſe of this defence, and often 


: in the very ſame words. Theſe are - 


un avoidable, as they ariſe from the 
repetition” in the Charges; and their 


application to different perſons: and as 


AN my Anſwer to them conſiſts principally 
of extracts from the pleadings, there 


uſing the ſame preciſe words. My 
confinemenit by illne in the country} 


preventing my ſuperintending the preſs, 
Vill. apologize for the incorrect manner 


— 


: 
b, 


was a propriety, and t neceſſity for | 


; a in which. mis narrative is printed. 
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The errors, however, are not ina Ke, 
to the argument, | 


The references are made to thoſe 


extracts inſerted in the Appendix, and 
taken from a copy of the pleadings | 


in this Suit, left with the printer, Mr, 
| Stockdale : he will readily ſhew it to 
any perſon who may be deſirous to ſee 


it. The original Bills and Anſwers are | 
depoſited in the Chancery Office, Where 
they may always be examined, f 
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EN Ok 3 of July, 1778, Sir Robert 
Clayton s Solicitor, and, as Sir R. Clay- 
ton ſtiles him, confidential Agent, informed -- 
me he had a commiſſion from Sir R. Clayton — 
to procure a purchaſer for the reverſion. of 4 
5 the manor and borough of Blechingly, after 2 
his life, for the ſum of 19,0001. and offered = 
it to me at that price. Articles of agreement 
were entered into for this ſale on the 29th 
anl. 1778. Thick were carried into ere. 
| B 3 


inen . cution 


4 
ation by the uſual conveyances, dated the 
0 nook 4th of October, 1779. 

No objection was made to this tranſaction 
till the month of March, 1784, when, for 
the firſt-time, Sir R. Clayton ſaid he was in- 
Formed by Sir John . Greſham, that he had 
been groſsly impoſed upon in that purchaſe, 
and was adviſed by him to apply to the Court 
of Chancery for relief. This application 
was made ( fifteen months afterwards) by Sir 
3 R. Clayton's filing a Bill againſt me in that 

Court, on the ſixth of June, 1785, in which. 
he charged me with having obtained the 
conveyance of the reverſion of the manor and 
borough of Blechingly by fraud and colluſion 
with his Solicitor, and confidential Agent, - 
for an madequate conſideration. In this Bill 
Sir R. Clayton afferted he was wholly ignos 
rant of the contents of thoſe deeds; and that 
he was informed by his Solicitor, at the time 
he executed them, they were totally different 
from what he, fix years afterwards, diſco- 
vered them to be: and that this infa- 
mous tranſaction was the reſult of a long 
© "concerted ſcheme and eonſpiracy between me 
3 and his confidential Agent and Solicitor, who | 
WO "ns I colluſion with me, involved him . 
9 13 granting | 
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granting annuities that we might avail our- 
ſelves of his diſtreſs, and thereby't more and 

obtain this purchaſe. een 
This general accuſation is divided into 
| ſeveral diſtinct charges; each of which ſhall 


hereafter be taken under diſtinct conſiders 


ation. In the mean time. I ſhall premiſe. 
ſome circumſtances which appear in the face 
of the pleadings in this extraordinary ſuiti 
which will contribute to throw very material 
light upon the more extraordinary conduct 
of Sir R. Clayton; and of Sir John Greſham;' | 
Lady Greſham; and Miſs Clayton, by whoſe. 
advice-and aſſiſtance this ſuit was inſtitated | 
againſt me. | W629, 8 
From theſe e it will eidintly 
appear, that Sir R. Clayton was not impeſed 
upon in this tranſaction, or drawn into the 


cxecution of thoſe conveyances of the thanor”, 
and borough of Blechingly in reverſion, after 


his life, 45 fraud and colluſion; but that this 
ſule was the natural reſult of his ſituation. 
It appears from the Bill in Chancery, filed” 
againſt me by Sir R. Clayton, by the advice 
and inſtigation of Sir J. Oreſham, that Sir 
Robert Clayton, by a very extravagant courſe 
; 008 1 98 in which his expences had, in a moſt” 
0 25 1 : pro- 


— — - AA tus — — - —— 
- 1 
% o - 


TAS: 


nn degree, exceeded his i income, had 
involved himſelf in extreme diſtreſs. | 
in proof, for the fix years preceding this, 
tranſaction, be had diffipated 133.788 l. ex- 


It is 


clufive of the incredible amount of the pro- 
duce of timber cut down on his Surry and 
Buckinghamſhire eſtates. Under theſe em- 


| barrafſed circumſtances he was driven to the 
neceſſity of raifivg money. It will hereafter 
appear he would not raiſe that money by 


mortgage becauſe he would not reduce his 
income by the payment of intereſt, nor ſub- 


56 ject himſelf to a demand of the principal 


neither would he taiſe money by the ſale of 
his eſtates during his life, becauſe he would 
not diminiſh his weight and influence arifing 


from the reputation of his great landed pro- 
perty. He had recourſe therefore to the 


only other reſource left ink; the ſale of the 


reverſion of his eſtates after his deceaſe, 
Many motives concurred to make this meaſure 
particularly eligible to him.— He had no 


5 | children, nor- any proſpect - of any. —His, 


Hiſters, were in very affluent, circumſtances, 


Au they had only one child, a daughter. 


5 | Their father, Sit Kenrick Clayton, becauſe; | 
; 55 were ſo ** en for, and becauſe, 
Re Sp CM; | 3 
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they wire: Temales, had cxcluded-thetn from 


taking any eventual advantage from this and 


gather eſtates on the contingency of Sir R. 
Clay ton's dying without iſſue; and they all 
either did. or affected to approve their father s 


diſpoſition of his affairs, and the: reaſons 
on Which he acted : 
hat aſſigned thoſe reaſons for making (to uſe 


his qwn expreſſion) his own convenience the = 


— feſt object. — have already obſerved. that by 
 adbpting-this; method of procuring: money 
ba neither reduced his income, or diminiſhed 


haus influence; both, uoqueſtionably great. and 


. © natyral objects to, him in bis tuation, 


projected reform af parliamentary repreſen 
tation which had for its principal object the 


ne this fle. and appears (as L hall Have 


Fir John Greſham and) his-fiters, until 
| | | om: 9 


and Sir Robert Clayton 


Beſides theſe, Sir R. Clayton had another 
ſtrong concurrent motive fur the ſule of chis - 
particular eſtate He was apprehenſive the 


_ ainibilation of theſe ſmaller horoughs, would 
deprive him of this)boraugh:of Blechingly.” 
This apprehenſian he has often pred 2 


occcaſion to ſhew hereafter): to have operated : 
. veryiſtropgly, not only on his mind but that 


when that 3 was 
WY 4 N * B 3 „ agitated 
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ral applications to me, which are indifputable 


| Elayton, offered to bear the expences of the 


t 6 1 
agltated and finally negatived j in Parliament, 


Theſe motives ſurely are natural grounds of 
action, and ſufficiently" account for Sir R. 


Clayton's conduct in this buſineſs, without 
recurring to the infamous and improbable 
ſuggeſtions of fraud and colluſion betweer 
me and his confidential Agent and Solicitor, © 

to obtain this purchaſe at an unfair and dif. 
proportioned price. It is admitted by Sit 
R. Clayton, Sir John Greſham, Lady Gres 
Mam; and Miſs Clayton, the parties in this 
fait, that no diſſatisfaction whatever was 


expreſſed reſpecting rhis purchaſe for — 
years after it was made; on the contrary, ſes = 


veral inſtances: of the moſt poſitive approba- 


tion of the conduct of that Solicitor appear. 


long after this affair: and I could ſheu/ ſeve- 


proofs of his living in confidence 
With mez till March, 1484. In that montx 
this: complaint was fitſt brought forward; 
but although, as appears in the pleadings, 
Sir John Greſtiam, Lady Greſbam, and Miſs 


25 Suit in Chancery to reſcind” this purchaſe, 


and to advance the money to re. purchaſe this 


- ehe HO Bill ay, a filed till June 6, 


'£ 5 1785; 


=] 


1785, fifteen months afterwards, when the 
queſtion about the reform of Parliament, 
which Was during that. interval depending, 
was finally negatived., Perhaps t that circum» 
ſtance may account for ſuch an extraordinary 
delay i in bringing f forward the Bill ; in Chan- 
cery, as well as the neglect of Council, or the 
hopes and expectations. of an amicable ſettle= 
ment, which, certainly, during that ny 
of fifteen months, never was attempted, 
March, 1784, an offer was made to me to 
re-purchaſe this eſtate, by paying me the 
principal conſideration · money I had paid for 
this purchaſe, with Simple intereſt. Even 
| the Court of Chancery, in ſuch caſes of re 
verſions, allows compound intereſt; and Sir 
R. Clayton, Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, 
and Miſs Clayton, offered nothing i in com- 
penſation of the acknowledged improved 
value of this eſtate, both from the queſtion 
: being negatived reſpecting the reform of _ 
Parliament 1 fince the purchaſe, and from the 
encreaſed general value of eſtates ſince the | 
peace.) This, ſo far from being an amicable 
offer for a ſettlement of this dilpute, could 
only. be conſidered as 2 legal tender vn which 
they. Free to ground their, hoſtile Suit in 


1 3 


: Chancery, and as ſuch was rejected the mo- 


merit it was made. No treaty or offer was 
made from that time till after 'Sic R. Clay- 


tos Bill againft' me was filed, and a Suit 


in Chancery againſt bim, Sir I. Greſbum, 
Lady Greſbus and Miſs Clayton, in the nature 


| bf a Croſs Bill; was brought by me in Novem- 


ber, 1785. The end propoſed by me in in- 


Atitating chat Suit, Was to compel them 


either to retract the charges ſo ſolemnly ad- 


vanced agaitjſt me in their Bill in Chancery, 
or ſupport them by perjury. - They were 
aware of tlie danger of the latter, and very 
prudengly ſobmitted to the diſgrace of adopt- 
ing the former part of this alternative. This 
meaſure, however, was tog mortifying to be 
taken without firſt” making every effort to 


evade it. The firſt plan was to take the 


chance of ſuch vibtabed ad might ariſe from 


delay, and was Executed with great profeſ- 
flonal ingenuity. and dexterity of practice 
by the perfons concerned on the patt of 


Sir R. Clayton, Sit J. Gretbam, Lady 
Greſham, and Miſs Clapton. My Bill, 1 
have 6bſerved, was filed in November, 785. 5. 


© Repeated appllrations were made to me from 
a K. e, 8 J- 'Greſhatn's, Lady 


Greſham's, 


1 8 1 a 


Oelen s, and Miſs Clayton' 7 - Solicitors, 
for further time to put in their N 
"Theſe applications muſt appear very extraor- 

dinary from perſons whoſe ſole buſineſs, in ſuch 
anſwers, was to give an account of their own - 
com plaint againſt me, and which they, atleaſt, 

had already had nineteen months time to pre- 
pare: Icom plied with theſe requeſts fill found 
they were merely, and meanly, made for de- | 
lay. I then told them they might. have any 
time they p leaſed 3 "but T expeCted, at that 
I. me, the 00 ſhould be put in. "Ther 

todk the time, and broke the condition on 
which I had conſented to allow i it. 5 40 
finding I would not be trifled with any longer, | 
they had recourſe to the little ſubterfuges of 

the profeſſion to obtain, by. management, that | 
farther delay they could n no longer expect from 
my conſent. ; They put in _ evaſive anſwers. 
To o theſe anſwers" my, Council took © "Fo 
hundred and eighty- four exceptions, viz. one 
hundred and fifty-eight to the anſwer of 85 oy 
R. Clayton, and one hundred and twenty: -fix 
to thole of Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, 
and Miſs Clayton. Every « one of theſe Ex | 
ceptions were allowed to be vali d; Une: 
a A fevere __ they were com * 


a 71 . 


3 
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in more latisfactory anſwers, in, October, 


"1787... In theſe, they admitted fixty-eight 


out of ſeventy particulars, . of which the Bill 
againſt them, was compoſed, Thoſe two re- 


maining particulars Sir R. Clayton ventured 


to deny, being matters of private. conyerſar 
tion between him and his Solicitor only, of 


Which he concluded. there could be no evi- 


dence, F Fortunately | for me, however, he has 


admitted. fads inadvertently, which Prove . 


decilively one of theſe two particulars—and 
ihe atber he admits, as far as it affects the 


merits of the queſtion, between us. I ſhall ' 
bereafter take notice of theſe when I come to 


conſider more particularly the ſeveral 
4 charges brought againſt me by S Sir R. Clay- 


ton's Bill, every one of which I ſhall be able 


to ſhew from their own anſwers, upon oath, 
axe "wholly falſe and unfpanded. Sir R. 


Clayton, Sir ] . Greſham, and Miſs, Clayton, | 


were ſo Fel of the diſgraceful manner in 
which this attack on me muſt terminate; 
that their Solicitor very wiſely attempted to 
induce, me.to decline infiſting on their put- 
/ xi ting in their anſwers, by offering to pay my 
cCoſts, not only ; in the Suit brought a gainſt me 


hos Wil 2 Klaren * in that or alſo i in- 


ſtituted 
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| Rituted by me in nature of a eilt dillaggnit” 


them. I was certainly perfectly diſpoſad to 
accommodation; but I could not, in eommon 


prudence, accept the offer, of putting an | 


end to the Suits between us on any terms 
that would deprive me of the evidence;of Sir 
R. Clayton's, Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greer 
ſham; and Miſs Clayton's: anſwers, Which 
only could protect my purchaſe from a future 
litigation, and. defend my character from 
their preſent infamous conſpiracy to deſtroy 
it. Theſe points have been, I truſt; ſuſſici- 
ently ſecured by their anſwers, and by their 
ſubmitting to have their Bill diſmiſſed by the. 
+ Court of Chancery, with coſts, without one 

fingle-decent effort th ſupport even ons ſingle 


| . ber ii S eie e to: 
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| — that I. anel/ knowing that the right, 


or franchiſe, of voting for. members. of. 
parliament for. the borough of Blechingly, 

: vas annexed to Sir R. Clayton,s burgage 

| houſes in the ſaid manor and. borough, 
ha — comganr 
lte reverfion of the ſaid manor and burgagy. 
Biaunſes at an under value. See Sir Robert 


Lay ton's: =o Page 4 Une 36 K. 
r ö Waters I ad. 
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wekhoedge this franchiſe was the principal 


I dnl hat J perfectly knew 


that this 


| Franchiſe was me to the manor andmel- 


as iſtated\in illis charge; and I alſo 


obzect of my putchaſe; and that I od not 


bive bought this eſtate if that franchiſe had 
not bebn fannexe# to it. Sir R. Clayton 


* Lartiits,. on his cath;/ that this eſtate, on an 


_ Werage of twenty years prerading this pur» 
Shale, did not produce more than 10 
venf = ©Opuld any man in his ſeniſes give = 
| 10h for | the-reverfion of an-ellate .of 

uch A yearly produce without ſome oollate- 

Hal cireumſtance of valus attending it? That 
_ tirchnſlance was this franchiſe; and fo. 


 Clajt65/ on his cath; admits the greateſt paitt 


of the price, 10,0001. given for this poxphaſe 
| was conſidered as paid for the reverſion of 
cht eftats, with the Iratchiſe of leftion 


33 40 


nerd to it . 


5 The les ond part of this ns 15 that 995 
ebene te procore this eſtate at an 
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the charge. If I had formed ſuch a ſcheme, 


tw 1. 8 
oaths, that I. before this tranſaction, re- pur- 
| chaſed annuities for the ſole benefit of dir R. 
Clayton, granted by him for his life, for %, 
years parchaſe to Mr. Manners *. This ad- 
miſſion proves the abſurdity. of this part of 


was it poſſible that I ſhould have extricated 
him from that diſtreſs I found him invent 
ian? Was it not my iatereſt to have kept 
him an that ſituation, chat I might have avail 
Tr ed myſelf of his embarraſſment, to have, 28 
he ſtates it in another place, compaſſed this 
meaſure? I em alſo charged with: forming 
his bene in cdlluſon with Mr. Collet, Sir 
R. Clayton's Solicitor and confidential Agent. 

x5. with che fame views. If this was true, 
would he have adviſed Sir R. Clayton to re- 
trench his expences; to live within his in- 
come; to lay his affairs before his family: 
and, as he would neither raiſe money by 
mortgage, or ſale of his eſtates during hisſlife, 
particularly to change his plan, and inſtead 


of granting annuities for i years. purchaſe 


on his own-life, to grant them on the lives 5 | 
of eee at e and a 1 W 5 


is dee, No. m 1 Fog 
1 2 3 1 years 
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yea . by which, beſides the great 
addittöhal difference of price gained, he pre- 

ſeruedd a fair chance, and even a great proba- | 
bility of ſuch annuities falling in to him, in 

aid of his income, at a future period of his 
dun liſe ? The ſum raiſed by thoſe annuities 
33 l. 68. 8d. The annuities amounted 
e a year, conſequently Sir R. Clay- 
ton raiſed this money at rather leſs than 
61. 58. per cent. and without ſubjecting him- 
ſelf to the re · payment of the principal, or 
leaving it a charge on his eſtate. It is true 
the contingent annuity of 7ool. a year, 
mentioned in the pleadings, poſibly might 
become payable; but as 4501. a year, part 
of the above annuity of 10701. 'was on joint 
lives only, and older lives than the annuitant 
of yool. à year, it -was ar probable that 
450 l. a year would fall in fore the contin- ; 
gent annuity of 700l. would become (if ever) 
payable; and if from that annuity of l. 
i Gedudtod the annuities Sir R. Clayton 

bought on Fellers lives (as tated in the plead- 
= for 2,6001. part of the above ſum of 
1731. 68. 8d. it leaves an outgoing of 
6201. a year for 14,5001. being little more 
. a #5 58, per cent. and in this caſe ws the 


F | 


wn 8 1 


principal never was payable, or ae 


the eſtate. Was this management » of Mr. 


Collett calculated to diſtreſs Sir R. Clayton? | 


Or can Sir John Greſhatn, who ſo boldly- 
ets up his pretenſion to the reverſion of dir 
R. Clayton's eſtates as his heir apparent, 


: complains that Sir R. Clayton s eſtates were 


not encumbered with a charge of ſo large a 
ſum? Theſe facts are a full confirmation of 


the ample teſtimony of the approbation of 
Mr. Collett's ſervices to him, given i in the 


letters which appear in the following pages. 


sir J. Greſham admits, on his oath, he 
cannot point out any mĩiſconduct of Mr. 
Collett's, except in the part he had in this 


tranſaction between Sir R. Clayton and me, 
in which Sir J. Greſham conceived he had 


groſsly impoſed on Sir R. Clayton: and yet | 


he is forced to acknowledge, under this 
charge, a calculation, which proves Mr. 


eilen obtained for zin R. Clayton ese 
than the value of the reverſion at the time 


of the agreement. Theſe facts are ad- 


mitted by Sir R. Clayton on his oath “; and 3 
| lach? an admiſſion ĩ is, in itſelf, the” moſt come 
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de refutation jo this 7 ARES The. N. 


mwmalader of this article reſpects the value of 


this purchaſe; and as the 6th, 10th, 11th, 
and tath charges are confined to this parti- 
cular point, L ſhall conkder them en, | 


Sir R. Thos afſerts the value. of thi 
manor and burgage meſſuages to be 40,0001.” | 


_ . or, 30,0001. in peleſfion ; and 30, ooo l. or 
25, 00l. at leaſt, in re n. How can on- 


and the ſame eſtate have two ſuch different 


values? It is evident, if 40,0001. is the 
true value of it in poſſefſion, 39,0801, is 
pl 10;0001. leſs; as if 30,0001. be its true worth, ö 


40, oool. is 10,0001. more than its true value. 


The. ſame obſervation is applicable to the re- 


verſion of it. If 30,0001. is a fair price, 


25,0001. is 5,0001. leſs than its value; and if 


25,0001. is its true worth, 30,0601. is 5, oo0 l. 


| above it.... And taking the value of the eſtate 


in poſſeſſion. at 20,0001. and the value of the 


ume eſtate in reverſion at 30,0001. (and ſo 
they are here ſtated) there is an evident abſur- 


dity in making the ſame eſtate in poſſe fron 
ang, reverſion. of equal value. The whole, 
therefore, of this valuation has no foundation od 


| i principle of calculation. The . 


and 


n 
and fair value of this purchaſe, however, may 
be collected from the anſwers; on oath, of 


Sir R. Clayton, Sir John Greſham, Lady 
Greſham, and Miſs Clayton. They all ad- 


mit, in their ſeveral anſwers, that it appears, 


from a book publiſhed by Mr. Morgan, Ac- 
tuary to the Society for equitable Aſſurances 
on Lives and Sorvivorſhips, that 10,0001. 
improved by accumulation of intereſt, for a 
term of years equal to the probability of Sir 
R. Clayton's life, at that time aged thirty- 
eight years, will amount to 32;5001, and 
upwards . They admit alſo that James 
Horsfall, Charles Brand, and William Mor- 
gan, are perſons well alen in ee, 
and they all agree. ö 
Here then is the moſt explicit Amtes, 
on their oaths, that i20;0001.” paid by me to 
Sir R. Clayton, entitles me to the reverſion 
of an eſtate, after his life, of the value f 
3245001. The computation, on which the 
value of 32, 500 l. is formed, ſuppoſes the 
intereſt of money, at that time, to be 5 pen 
cent. but it is a matter of the moſt publie 
. that money was of e, at 
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value at that period. Even Sir R. Claytotvis 
forced to admit, on his oath, that money 


could not be Taifed, at that time, at that rate 
of intereſt, without giving a premium . It 


is equally well known, that if, at that time, 
ro, oool. which was the conſideration- money 
I paid for this eſtate, to Sir R. Clayton, had 


been laid out in Bank 30 years annuities of 


ſuffered to accumulate, for a term of years, 
equal to the probability of Sir R. Clayton's 
life, who was then thirty - eight years old, it 


the year 17%, and the dividends had been 


would have: amounted to upwards of 40, oool. 


beides the value of thoſe annuities, and their 
aecumulating dividends, for ſeveral years 


after. I appeal to every Banker, and Stock- 
broker, for the truth of this aſſertion ; and I 


can ſnew this very ſum of 119z0001.. was pre- 
pPauared te be laid out, in thoſe annvities, at 


That time, as Sir R. Clayton, or any other 


perſon, might have done, if they . pleaſed, 
s thoſe Bank Annuities are Government Se- 
curities, I have a right to ſtate their value as 
2 mürket value; and conſequently I muſt be 


. the circumſtances of * 
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value exceeded at that time the value of 
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| which cttnted that value, tos ſutn exeeeding 


32z 5001. in the proportion the market 


money, as computed at 5; per cent. only, in 


the calculation above- mentioned, of Mr. 


Morgan. Or, in other words, I ought to 5 


have purchafed an eſtate of much greater 
value; or have paid a much leſs ſum for this 


eſtate, than 1 have done, T his reaſoning | 


18 ſupported by two well-known facts, Phe : 


ſale of two fimilar borough cſtates. One of 


theſe | was fold: ſoon after I made. t my purchaſe 
for leſs than 2 5,001. the other, for 39,0001. 


The different periods of time (the firſt in the 


| midſt of the war, and the laſt after the peace) 


and the different value of money, at thoſe 


times, ſufficiently. account. for the different 


prices, excluſive of that increafed value, which 


Sir R. Clayton, Sir J. Greſham, Lady Gre- 
ſham, and Miſs Clayton, on their oaths, admit 
to have ariſen from the political queſtion re- 
ſpecting the parliamentary reform having 
been, ſince the purehaſe, finally negatived *. 
F cannot conclude this article without ob- 
ſerving, that Mr. Horsfall's: calculation was 


delivered in writing, to Sir John Greſham, | 
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which Bill he perſonally affiſted in preparing 
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Ahn months before this Bill, in Charicery, 
was filed againſt me, by his advice; and for 


the inſtructions. This appears in Sir you 


| Greſham's anſwer on oath -. 


CHARGE , es, Fav 
© States, "that # wat reſolved, by and between 
ne and the ſaid R. Collett, "that ſuch con- 

 weyance of this rever fionary eftate, might © 
more eafily be obtained, if the ſame Huld 
0 appear to be for the benefit of ſome other 
perſon, than if I ſhould appear to be the 
' purthaſer thereof; and therefore it was 
S reſolved, that the "ſaid R. Collett ſhould take 
an opportunity of obtaining uch conucyance 
to ſome proper perſun who could be confided 
In for declaring himſelf d triufter for me.— 
90 See Sir R. gs Bill, Page 5. line 


| * , . 
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4 15 1 cannot EFT a PAPER 5 Charge 
than to ſay, that truſtee was Mr, Holli- 
day, a Gentleman of the firſt diſtinction in 
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7 His | ena Aa Ne and a man of | 
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well-known honour . and integrity. Could 
ſuch a man do an irregular or diſhonourable 
act? Their own ſenſe of this buſineſs is ſuf- 
ficiently evident from their conduct towards 
him. The forms of the Court of Chancery 


made it neceſſary to make him a party to the 


Bill they filed againſt me, but they paid him 
the uncommon compliment of informing 
him, they would not give him the trouble of 
giving his evidence in the cauſe, - 

It is poſſible, however, Sir R. Clayton 
might have other reaſons for attempting, by 
this meaſure, to deprive me of the benefit of 
Mr. Holliday's teſtimony. | He knew Mr. 
Holliday could not only have proved the fair- 

neſs of this particular tranſaction, but other 
acts of friendſhip towards Sir R. Clayton, in 
which he had given me his [aſſiſtance as my 

private as well as profeſſjonal friend. To 
uſe the name of a truſtee is the common 
practice; it cannot be attended with any one 
inconvenience. A truſtee is equally account - 
able for his conduct, nor can he ſereen the 
conduct of his principal; and that capacity 
cannot make either of them leſs amenable to 


an enquiry into it. If the character of Mr. 
er would not alone Fr any rranſadtion, 
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4 2 14 | 
to which he had given the finQicn of his 
name, above all ſuſpicion, ſurely the perforial 
compliment paid to him, maſt amount to a 
clear refutation of this charge. A compli- 
ment of a higher nature, as the calling for 


' his evidence was an act of courſe, and never 


cauld be conſidered as an fog * men 
towards rs FO 


CHARGE III. 


: | States, that i in conſequence of ſuch ku, on, 


: the ſoid R. Collett prepared the convey- 


ances , this reverfunary 6 ate. e Nh 
R. Clayton 5 Bill, page 55 line 28. 


m Charge hardly deſerves a ſerions + ang 
ſwer. In caſes of litigation, there would be 
a manifeſt impropriety in bath parties em- 
pleying the ſame Council ind the ſume Sch 
eitor: but where there is no diſpute, and no- 
_thing is left to lawyers but to carry theit 
agreement into execution, in the uſual forms 
of law, it is a very common practice, that the 
fame Conveyancer, and the ſame Solicitor; 
mould eau o :jad ba er on behalf of al 
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Whether Mr. Collett, or any other perbon, 
was employed as Solicitor, muſt have been a 
matter of indifference. I relied on Mr. 
Holliday, to ſee my purchaſe was properly 
ſecured to me, both in title and legal forms; 
and if he approved the deeds, it was perfectly 
immaterial to me who prepared them. 1 
certainly, however, as appears in the plead- 
ings in this cauſe, directed Mr. Collett to ſend 
the neceſſary materials to Mr. Holliday, that 
he might prepare the conveyances. Mr. Hol- 

liday having, for profeſſional reaſons, ſtated in 
the pleadings, declined prepating the convey- 
ances which be was to ſettle in the capacity 
ef Council, I conſented to Mr. Collett's 
being employed to draw theſe deeds, conſi- 
dering, as he muſt neceſſarily be well ac- 
quainted with the buſineſs, in order to pre- 
| pare the abſtract of the title, it would be 
better for him to prepate the deeds, to be 
laid before Mr. Holliday, for his approba- 
tion, than to have that part of the buſineſs 


tranſacted by ſome other Solicitor, who muſt | 


be a perfect ſtranger to the fubject matter. 
Beſides this motive for doing what I, neither 
at that time, or now, ſee the leaſt objection to, 

unn 0 further indocement. thought it a 
„ ec FE point 


cs -. 
point of delicacy not to expoſe Sir R. Clay- 
ton's ſituation more than it was abſolutely. 

neceſſary to do. And as it was both my in- 

tereſt, and inclination, to live upon fair terms 
with him, I wiſhed to ſhew him an attention 
in this particular, he might, with other acts a 
* TPP recollect at a future 1 15 a 


CHARGE. IV. 


States, that 'Sir R. Clayton, at the time of er- 
cecuting theſe deeds, did not fully know the 


contents theregf, and that the ſame were 


uch an abſolute ſale : but that ſuch deeds 
were produced, ready 'engroſſed for execu- 
tion, witbout having been approved of by 
aA ny perſon of the profeſſion of the law, on < 
- Behalf of the ſaid Sir R. Clayton, other 
_ than the ſaid R. Collett, bis Attorney, or 
Agent, lo then adted heneralh in the 
ame capacity for, and was in this buſineſs 
more particularly my Agent. —See Sir R. 
Culayton' 8 Bill, page 6, line 6, &c. 5 


Nothing can x equal my aſtoniſhment at 80 
20; Charge, but that which ariſes from this moſt 
5 extraordinary fact, that the ſame. 5 perſons 
Who have been profligate enough. t to bring it; 
50 335 forward, 


bi 


178-1: 
forward, ſhould. have enabled me to con- 
tradict every particular of it, on the authority - 


of their oaths, in the moſt direct and poſitive 
manner. It appears from Sir R. Clayton's - . 


anſwer, on his oath, he was, at the time of 
executing thoſe deeds, informed of, and that he 
undenſtod the contents of them, and that they: 
were 2 conveyance of the reverſion in fee, 
and an abſolute ſale for the price therein men- 
tioned *, This admiſſion is made in the moſt 

expreſs unequivocal manner, in the anſwers, 
upon oath, of Sir John Greſham, Lady Gre. 
ſham, and Miſs Clayton. And all of them 
admit alſo, on their oaths, that this abſolute 


ſale was made by the ee ww te 1 5 


of Sir R. Clayton. 
Fir R. Clayton alſo, ann sir 3. F ö 
Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton, upon their 
oaths, in their anſwers, acknowledge the 
drafts of theſe deeds were ſettled by Mr. 
Fearne, or Mr. Holliday, Barriſters at Law +. 
Both. . theſe Council are more particularly 
converſant - and conſulted in this particular - 


line of the profeſſion as Conveyancers. The 
Ki ei of this ae ms as it, is in 
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1 26 1 
itſelf, give me more. uneaſinoſs than all the 
Charges in the Bill befides, as it is denied on 
the oaths of Mr. Collett and myſelf only. 
Every other Charge is flatly contradicted by 
the oaths of Sir R. Clayton, Sir |. Greſham, 
Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton, the very 
perſons who ſo unjuſtifiably invented them. 
Mr. Collett and I | peremptorily | ſwear, 
Mr. Collett never was concerned for me, as 
Attorney or Solicitor generally, or in any 
2 whatever, prior to this tranſactior; 
- and Sit R. Clayton, Sir John Greſham, Lady 
Greſham, or Mi Clayton, have never dared 
to. contradict us, or to maintain this ſhameful 
and wicked ſuggeſtion : and if the fact had 
been true, they could have compelled. Mr. 
Collett to have furniſhed them with the proof 
of it, and had the triumph of i. both © 
"08 us 1 e bega). | Frcs Boy > ew 


1 CHARGE: . v. 7 
e that Sir R. Clayton, at the time of the 

T4 execution of ſuch deeds; confidered the ſame = 
* - arſeutities on for the money advanced to 

/ 5 Bim. And it: was not before, or at that 
time, repreſented to him that the ſame 

9 85 were an W N wats of the ſaid 
152 eſtates 


| 1 27 ] 
0 dene, in rover fon and that be ut at 
Baue executed the ſume, if be bad nomen 
ende fame to be fuch an abſolute comueyance. 
Dee Sir R. . 8 Bill, _ Page 6, 
10 .d 1 3 
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After the addy I have „ GR WH 
08 dich; on the oaths of Sir R. Clayton, Sir 
John Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Mite 
| Clayton, in the preceding article, that Sr R. 
Clayton knew theſe conveyances were deeds 
of abſolute file ; and that this fale was made 
by his conſent and authority, it may ſeem 
unneceſſary to give any other anfwer to this 
Charge. This is, in fact, a repetition of the 
former Charge: but as it appears here in a 
new. light ; and this hitherta acknowledged 
ale is now turned into a fecurity, or mortgage; - 
and as this fiction of a mortgage, with all the 
| ingenious circumſtances invented to ſupport 
it, is made the principal ground of this infa- 
mous attack on my fortune and character, F 
think it era enter into a more e 
Wee o . 
I hall, in the firſt 1 e it 0 a 
tal of probability. In the ear 178, 
ne to * 9 account of this 


mat ter, 


ant 1 


E 


n Mr. Holliday advanced 2, 000 I. on 
v0 ſecurity, or without 4 ſufficient ſecurity. 
A few months after, he lends 2, ooo l. more 
en no;ſecurity, or, at Jeaſt, an inſufficient ſecu- 
rity. And, afterwards, a further ſum of 
6,0001. on a ſecurity of the rever/ion, after a 
life of thirty- eight years only of an eſtate, 
which Sir R. Clayton admits, produced no 
more than 100l. a year. What could in- 
_ dyce Mr. Holliday, at a time when no man 
would lend money on the beſt ſecurity, to 
lend ſuch ſums on 10 ſecurity, or, at leaſt, an 
inſufficient. ſecurity, without any one apparent 
or ſuggeſted motiye whatever? Is it probable 
that Mr. Holliday, eſpecially conſidered in 
the light of a Truſtee and a Conveyancer, whoſe 
profeſſional duty it was to take, care/his_cli- 
ents did not advance, or pay money, but on 
good and ſufficient titles, or ſecurities, ſhould 
be ſo carcleſs as to lend ſuch conſiderable 
ſums on no, or, at leaſt, inſufficient ſecurity; 
or be ſo ignorant as not to diſtinguiſh between 
an abſolute ſale and a mortgage? ls it pto- 
bable that I ſhould lend that money on a 
mortgage without a ſecurity, or with an in- 
ſufficient ſecurity, eſpecially at a time when, 
by * out that money (1050. ino the 
Ain | , —_ 


129 ] 
funds on Government Security) I could babe 
made upwards of 40;0061: which T (hall 
bew Sir Robert Clayton himſelf has not 
ventured to deny: But ſuppoſing for a mo- 
ment I could have been adviſed, or conſented | 
to ſuch a meaſure, is it poffible 1 could have 
advanced 16,0001.” not only on no ſccuritys 
or on an inſufficient ſecurity, but on fuchra 
ſecurity which Sir R. Clayton himſelf admits 
to have produced, on an average of twenty 
years preceding this purchaſe, only Tool, 4 
year . And yet to compaſs this: object, I 
am charged ſolemnly, in a Court of Juſtice, 
with entering into à groſs conſpiracy with 
Sir R. Clayton s 'Solicitor and Confidefitial 
Agent. Having conſidered this Charge hither- 
to on the ground of probability and' Argu- 
̃ ment, T ſhall examine it further on the autho- 
| city of Sir R. Clayton, Sir J. Greſham, Lady f 
Greſham, and Miſs Clayton, on on their oaths, 
Sir R. Clayton poſitively aſſerts, that” Mr. 
Collett actually deferred him from ral 
money by nortgage, by ſuggeſting his family 
or political: enemies might procure an affigns 
ent of 1 it to diſtreſs him, by calling. on him 


* Appendix, No. 1 * TL ! 1 
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for che principal or intereſt, v. He. aflecty 
alſo, it would haye been inconvenient to him 


055 even to haur paid the , intereſt only ; and that 


he anxtouſly. recommended it to Mr. Collett to 
raiſe this money in a way that would not 
leave him expoſed to am payment of intorgf, or 
demand of . the principal t; and that he was 
greatly pleaſed with the manner in which it 
had been raiſed. It is alſo a part of the gth 
Charge, that Mr. Collett, in colluſion with 
me; had recommended this ſale, inſtead of a 
morrgage; and that the ſuggeſtion of Sir - fl 
Clayton's, being diſtreſſed. by an! aſſignment 
of a mortgage, was artfully. thrown. out to 
induce him to raiſe this money by ſale, rather 
than by. mortgage 1. Sir R. 7 Sir J. 
Greſbam, Lady Oreſham, and Mifs, Clayton, 
have, in their anſwers. on © ath, repeatedly 
acknowledged that Sir R. Clayton knew it 
Was a ſale both before, aud at the time the 
conveyances were executed $. It cannot; 
| therefore, be a mortgage; for it cannot be 
bath a mortgage and a ſale. Ho will they re · 
concile 1 flat contradictions ? In their, firſt 


gl cal Andi” oe X11. F- + Ibid. 1080 Ab. 
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1 1 
anſwer they admit, on their oaths, that the 
articles of agreement for the ſale of this re- 
vethon in fee, and the comveyences of the 
reverſion in fee, wert dujgexecuted,, woflated 
by me, in the Court of Chaneery'®, And 
_ they give this admiffion of fach due ee ruj,jẽj 
of thoſe ' conveyances, ot deeds of fale, as 
the reaſon why it was contended on their | 
part, that my application to the Court of 
Chancery, for the confirmation of this ſale, 
ſhould be rejected, becauſe that reverſion 
could not want confirmation, that was admit- 
ted to be duly conveyed already, as flated by me, 
by thoſe deeds of {ale I thall conolude this 
article, by quoting. a. paſſage from Sir R. 

| Claytoh's anſwer, on oath, that is parti- 
cuolafly pointed, and muſt} put this matter 
beyond the poſſibility of doubt. He ſwears 
poſitively, that no intergſ was ever paid by 
bim, or demanded of him, y reaſem it neuer 
a3 really red ac'n . N. . 


* 3 No. XVII. 7 mid. No. XVIII. 
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Siler, that. Mr. Colletr took ra to. as; 
aq ſnuate to Sir R. Clayton, with my privity 
and direction, \that Boroughs Were about 


ttgtbat time, ſold for 10, ooo 1; which in- 


Nnuation was groſoly. falſe, and calculated 
e on lim. — See Sir R. Clayton's 


Bill, page 6, line 3 3;This we a 
5 auen ln mar hag L.. 575100 


nun innen 11 A. tri ipod} 


CHARGE. Vu. 755 


+ that the deeds of conveyance "my this 
5 Sg PAs gant og gate, "were exeruted in 4 
ſecret and private manner ' without the 
* Frivig of Sir R. Clayton's near relations, 


and with unuſual hurry and expedition, 
bs: it ſhould have come ty the kriowledge bf. 


1 1 Hit near elations, wbo, ' by" their kind 
"advice and interference, would have pre- 


* vented it. See Sir R. Culeyton's _ 
7 bing 39. | e 


That Sir R. Claytan, on | his king con- 


5 0 ducted this tranſaction with ſecrecy and pri- 


vacy, he admits on his oath; and that he | 


directed the ſale of this eſtate to be made by I 


Private 


- * 


1 1 1 


privnte contract v, and ee eee | 
© as poſſible; and after it was foldp that he re- ; 

queſted me to keep this ſale a ſeœret. In his 
ſituation this conduct whs' certainly very 
natural, and I; think equally prudent. To 


have publiſhed Sir R. Clayton's! diſtreſſed 


that I concealed this tranſaction. I certain 


circumſtances, which impelled him to miake | 
this ſale, : would have been prejudicial to his 


inteteſts. The concealment of this act of 


neceſſity left hic in poſſeſſion; of all the 155 
otedit and influence which the reputation of 
the poſſeſſion of that eſtate could gire him. 

But how is this conduct, however it may be 
oonſidered with regard to him, an imputas 
tion on me? It was his conduct of-bitnſelf, 
evidently. not mine. But it is objected ao. 


ly-wiſhed to conceal.it from my father, and 


_ | therefore uſed Mr. Holliday's name, This = 
* reaſon] related to ine only, and not to him: 


My father, Who was very fav advanced in 
years; had offered to give up to me, in hie 61 
life time, that proportion of his fortune be 


propoſed to give me at his deceaſe, if i found 
any purchaſe which I We wiſh to make. 
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applied 


ä 
Lapplied td him on this oc; but, a 
be wens ans of thoſo per ſuns who ſanguinelß 
wiſhet! for that reſotm of pailiamentary rer 
preſentation; that would annihilate ) theſt 
ſmallen horoughò, and us my father. firmly 


delieved that would be theievent of the polid = 


tion, hel with great walmtho refuſed this 


tical queſtious then in ſome” meaſure in ag. 


a6 ſtance (for: this {purpoſe} and inſiſtec on 
my givingupeltthoughts af ſb unproductibvs 
and: hazardous purchater Hut, although 
this Ves mylwiſh, as well as Sir R. Clays. 
ton e With regard to, ihs world at large, and 


under nheſe oincumſtances to my fatlie 


qidꝭ nota cdaccal this from mi few! pri vate 
friends (N hichi is nutdrious q. nor from h 
ungle, Mr. Clayton, who was material ly in- 
te reſtadd in this eſtate. I ertain ly informed! 
| Mr Clayton, his uncle, of bis intentions to 
| - felk the: rover ſion of his aſtates, and Icgave 
 hifnleavey tif het found it neoeſfary, 0 pro- 
duden mym authority fro tbis information. 
The poofoſſed purpoſe of; this communica- 
dan & to new that Sir R. Clayton was 
vo der che nacaſſity of ng this reverſion. | 

When the firſt compf laint againſt me was | 

$2 . * We? 9385 Sir J. Gre- 
p11 9s ig _ 15 


t 


bam Lady Ottſhitho ane Miſs Clayton; 1 
pProueteu me for this cbmmuticatioh; and 
the kwo laſt ſaitk it was an lte offer de 
to Mr. Clayton, Who 1 müſt knGW coͤj e 
not make the putehaſe! aſſert 1 did net 
know he could net Huy it; ön the contrary. 
I knew he had a few years before ſbld part 
of His eſtste in Surry, to purehaſe un eſtate 
im the town of Matlow to ſtrengthen his if 
dereſt in that borough; and 1 k aſt 
much of his affairs frem this fact, as to kh, 
he might have taken the fame meaſure in eH 
preſent inſtance. 18 it not evident from his 
eitecumſtance, that Sir J. Greſhim; Lady 
SGteſham, and Mifs Clayton, were aequafnta 
us with this communication and yet the) 
have denied this on their refpeFftive 'oathvi | 
Ik1t is true, indeed, they habe fiice done me 
the juſtice to rectify this miſtake d pon & latet 
tetollectien bf this matter, whieh hag" been 
bomtnunicated to me by their Solieitor) win 
A mall variation, viz. that they underſtosd 
my information was cunfntd th Bir R. em 
ton's Buckinghamfhire eſtate“ Sürely this 
15% Ular fefutationi of this Charge on their 
don evidbnce. Mr. Clayton, Sit 7. Gres 5 
am, Lady Greſham, and Miſs Aa all 
. 8 . 


* 


n 
bis near nn e. his two ſiſters abd a 
brother in- law '” and uncle, wete informed | 
of this tranſaction, and were informed by 
and through ne. Why did not they matze 
this purchaſe? Mr. Clayton. told me he 
oould not buy it becauſe he could not reduce 
his income. Lady Greſham. and Miſs Clay: 
ton mentioned a different reaſon affecting 
them. Sir Kenrick Clayton, their father, 
had paſſed them over in the diſpoſition; of his 
affairs; and given this. eſtate: to Mr. Clayton, = 
cheir uncle, (of which Sir R., Clayton, had 
cut off the entail) becauſe they were 
They ſaid they approved their, father s reaſqn, | 
and, as their only child was a female, copied 
. uppoſe) his conduct, and would not hay 
itz; but if one near relstion could not, aud 
the other near relations woyld not make this 
purchaſe, how were they prevented from of, 
ſering their brother their kind advice, and 
interpoſition, to have prevented his ſelling 
this eſtate to any other perſon? They might 
bave done this with great propriety after the 
information his uncle had geceived from me, 
phich they acknowledge they were acquaint: 
dead with z and more eſpecially a6. I had left 
| his uncle at wade if he thought it neceſ- 
Pe” : us _ tary, | 
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N iy: to make what uſe he choſe of my com: 


munication, and on my authority. The 


next part of this Charge is, that this execu- 
tion of the conveyances to me was tranſacted 


with unuſual burry and expedition, that his 


ncar relations might be kept in ignorance 


af it. leſt they ſhould, by their kind advics. 
and interference have prevented it. lp 


It is very extraordinary, indeed, . 


ſhould have been brought by perſons who 


Sir R. Clayton ſwears this tranſaction was: 
not conducted with any unuſual or particular 


alſo, on his oath, admits the offer of this 


eſtate was made to me ôgfere the 28th of 


Auguſt, 1778. This is, indeed, ſelf- evident; 
for the offer muſt have preceded the contract 


+ Which bears that date; and he alſo admits, 
on his oath, that from the ature of the 
' caſe +, I took time to conſider the offer, that 


the articles of agreement for this purchaſe 


were executed on the 28th. of Auguſt, 


1778 T; and that the conveyances were ens. 
cuted on the 4th: of October, 1779, i. e. 


Appendix, No. NI. 1 Ibid. No. XXII. 
a Ibid. No, XXIII. e 


muſt have known the following deciſive fats. 


harry or expedition *, And Sir R. Clayton 


/ * 


fifteen 


LN 1 
= months afterwards z:: and that -thoſe: 
deeds were executed on the 4th of October, 
7779. by an appointment made by a; letter 
| dated September 1 2, 1779, de. by an ap 
paoointment of roenty-rbrur days ſtanding *y 
 - which-ig acknowledged: by Sir R. Clayton, 
Sir J, Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Miſs 
Clayton, and at his own houſe, He admits: 
alſo, on his oath, that during the interval 
of fifteen months (i, e. between Auguſt 1778 
and October 1779) two recoveries were ſuf- 
fered by him; two deeds in canſequence af 
tbem were exceuted by him, dated February: 
| 18, 1779, and June 14, 1779 ; that he pro- | 
| cured the furrender of twenty- five burgage: 
votes, by twenty-five applications by letterz, 
from twenty-five perſons; and that ſome or 
all of them were reconveyed other perſons | 
for joint lives T. The deſign of granting theſe 
burgage houſes for joint lives is obviGus:” 
11 they were granted for fingle lives, the 
| grantees would have held them for there lives 
even after the deceaſs- of Sir R. Chayten; 
and, conſequently; my reveifioh Would has 
been nie ee their lives, inſtead of | 
. 4 Appendix, No. XXIV. XXV. b b . 177 
N : | 
n e falling © 
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falling in to me according to the terms of my 
purchaſe .at; the death of Sir R= Clayton. 
This laſt circumſtance proves, beyond a 
doubt (if Sir R. Clayton had not by his 
admiſſion on oath made it unneceffary) that 
he perfectly under ſtood the nature of the 
tra action between him and me; for to what 
poliible purpoſe could the change of fing le 
lives i into joint lives be (one of which always 
Was. Sir R. Clayton) but to ſecure to me 
the reverſion of the borough and manor of 
Blechingly (he had ſold to me) on his death. 
This is ſurely a moſt deciſtvye fact. It ap- 
pears, therefore, on Sit R. Clayton's on 
admiſſion, oti oath, that thittyci bree perſonai 
acts were done by him, exctuftve of thoſe 
neceſſary for recbnveying the votes called in, 
the number of which 1 do not recollect, but 
vhich probably were as many as there werr 
before, which would inereaſe the number of 

perſonal acts (for ſuch they are in their own 
nature, and ſuch he admits them to be) to 
yteigbr. And it alſo appears from his 
admiſſibn and the dates of the deeds; this 
trahſaction took up Fifteen months the agree- 
ment being dated Auguſt 28, ene the 
laff deed October 4 %% ½«éß ð3?E rot 199d 
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er of the agreement, dated Augut 28, 
29 1 were executed, or if they were, 
1. they Were teft 1 in the bands. of Mr. Collerr, 


_ ” and not delivered to Sir R. Clay ton till kh Fe 
. 7 ene were Tately called or by him —bee 


Sir R. Clayton 8 Bill, page 7, line 5 
455 I did. not think of making the 5 0 


1 


lion of the counterparts the ſubject of an : : 


ipterrogatory to Sir R. Clayton, he is. ſilent 
as to this point in bis anſwer, otherwiſe he 


muſt haye admitted ſuch counterparts were 


executed. It appears, however, from the 
pleadings, that there were ſuch gounterparts; 


and that they were delivered by Sir R. Clay», 
ton's order to Sir John Greſham in March: 


1784. As Mr. Collett was the perſon. who, 
attended the execution of the deeds and, 


_ counterparts on the part of Sir R. Clayton, 
ha dn courſe retained the counterparts: be. 
_ could. not leave both parts with- me. Sir R. 
Cliytou 9 in his. Bil}, Mr, Collett had, 
"9D "vg befo re; and Wag at ghenitpe, of. the; 


EXECU tion wy 


0 4.0904 


DA! N 0 | 


2 that no counterparts of the conveys. | 
© +, antes, dated 30 and 4th of Oftober, 1779, 


; 
| 
F 


le) 
 eirontion-of. theſe deeds, his /Selicltor-and 

Confidential Agent. He ſhould have called 
for them if he did not mean to have left 
them with Mr. Collett, with other deeds and 
papers. The moment he did call for them 
they were delivered up. If he did not think 
fit to call for them ill lately, as the Charge 
ſtates, (and which admits ſuch counterparts - 
had been executed and Jeft in Mr. Collett's 
hands till they were called for) how can he 
complain of Mr. Collett's keeping them? 
He was his Agent, and could not part-with 
them, vithout A breach of truſt, toany third 
| ech without Sir R. Clayton s orders. | 

But, ſuppoſing Sir R. Clayton has reaſon ty 
complain of his Solicitor's keeping his deeds, 
he cannot complain of me, had no right 
to keep them, or diſpoſe of them, or even 
to enquire what became of them, I was the 
only. perſon. in, the world in whoſe | hands 
8650 could not have been WO: 
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: WO Callett . EY 
Bir R. Clayton ro {ell the reverfionaf this. 
| Mates, das on fuch cee gin be told ne R. 


| 1 
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| he WAP) not ſell it t to ne. 


e 


„„ ö 


"tia ere te Purbgyut 


that be declared he would not ſell it, and 
i eee nat 1 mer Sir R. 
- - Clayton's: Bill, line 12. "OD 14548 4 1 


it _—_ a" former Charge (Charge v.) Sir K | 


Clayton maintains, and makes it one of - the 


—.— of his application to the Court of 


hancery for relief, that this was a mort. 
Fase, and not a /. 0992 Ogg 
In a former Charge (ſee Sir R. este 
be afferts, 7 was never mentioned dar- - 
ing this treaty with Sir R. "Clayton, © Here, 
erefore, he inadvertetitly admits, 'H dire 


4! cöntradiction to himfelf, this was ori pinally 


Intended as a fale, not a mortgage 3 oh. that 


I Was named as the Purchaſer 7. It tewalns 
0 therefore only to Inquite into that part o this 


Charg e, that aſſerts Sir Rl ade declared 


40 


Art % 


"This 1: 1s 'poſit tively Aenicd by Sit Ch 


ton's Solicitor in this banalen, and no 


one reaſon is or can be 27 for a declara- 
tion of ſo Hoſtile a nature to me; on the 


- cdriirdry;. there were many reſons for preſer- 
mig ee other purchaſer. Bir R. 


«Sa > EM Wee Rane 


15 [Bn]. 

| Steph his Iady, bad been under get f 
and moſt ſerious obligations ti me, am my 
brother, Dr. Kenrick. His object was to 
keep this ſale a ſecret: in whom could be 
confide ſo reaſonably for: not expofing un- 
neceſſarily this diſtreſſed fituation, as à friend 
| whom he had tried, and knew from ex- 
perience would keep his ſecrets ? And that 
he did act on this confidence in me is certain 
from known facts, as well as general declara- 
tions, He brought me into Parliament tho 
firſt opportunity afterwards in the year 1780. 
I could not have compelled him to that 
meaſure: and he lived in friendſhip with 
me; as I could ſhew from particular appli- 


| catjons to me, till March 1784, and till 


after the diſſolution of Parliament war confl= 
dered as certain. That date, and that Cir- - 
evinſtance, ſufficiently account for his change 
of conduct. He was ſeduced, and tempted 

to take the advantage he thought he could 
derive- from a new- election. He bas, on 


| be 'cath, alſo acknowledged be never en- 


] -the leaſt diſſatis faction at any thing 
that had pafſed between us for four year 


after this traufacdion, till this diſſolution of 
vi Feria 


| Vas 


till an accidental ptoſpect of advantage pte · 
fentedyitſelf, and tempted him to follow the 
inteteſted advice of Sir J. Greſham; Lady 
Steſham, and Miſs Clayton, who ſeduced. 


ohjecting, but on the contrary there were 


with men and didi many acts which are a 
3 ſufficient! proof of; it; if that intercourſe 
ſubſiſted till ſo late a period as Mareh 1784. 


l a 


„ 1 
Parkanient: was. confidered. as certain *; i. e. 


bim by ſtill greater proſpects of advantage 


they held out (as Sir R. Clayton has aſſurkd 
mme) into this diſhonourable conduct towards | 


me: If, therefore, I have ſhown, not only 
Sir R. Clayton could have no reaſon; for 


reaſons for preferring me as a purchaſer ;. if 
ſor many years after he lived in friendſhip 


and was, then interrupted by an unexpected 


event only. Why is: it to be ſuppoſed. he 
eouldiſo early have made ſuch a hoſtile de- 
tion I was as eligible as a ſtranger; and in 


many. reſpe&s more ſo, and therefore I can 


hardly be induced to think this part of this 
Charge: in any degree probable; If, ho- 


5 Wers it Was. certainly true, an not in, | 
4; * PEE wid 100 A Ko. XXIX. 21711 1201 
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„ 
any manter affect the merits of the diſpuss 


whe he made ſuch a. declaration, it is eien 
he changeil his mind, and never aste but 
in direct contradiction to it. Aud ſuppoſing 


ſuch a converſation actually. paſſed bete ben 


Sir R. Clayton and his Solicitor, How coe 
that apply to me, who was neither privy to 
it, nor bound by it? I cannot ſcloſe: this 
artitlel without obſerving there is a very 
- ſtrong preſumption againſt the truth of this 
part of the Charge from Sir R layton's 


who honoured me with chis friendſhip. Sip 
Robert acknowledges my name was uſedoas 
a petſon wha would purchaſe this / eſtate 

He knew, from the aſſiſtance Mi Hollidas 


Clayton the annuitiesche old to MradVians 


ners, that Mr. Holliday was not, only o my 


private friend, but the Counſel I profeſſion- 
ally employed. It appargalls in the Plead- 
ige, chat before checagreement/and:convtey- 
ances were executed, Mr. Collett told Sir 
E Clayton, Mr. Holliday was grabably 
a8 18 eee | 
XI IV —— of „ ibnügg * (from 5 


5 . 40 


between us; for if there ever W mne 


kivwledgs; chat Mr. Holliday was ia pebfon + | 


gave mes When I repurchaſed for Sin RR 


(ha his + known. ſeiendihip with we) 4 


| | e 115 0 RGE {Ns 194.19 
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taſtes: for me. Would not any man undet 


or of nie; whether he was my truſtee; which 
would quave effectually prevented me, if he 
bad objected to it, from being the purchaſor; 
neither dil he expreſs the leaſt ſurprite or 


diſſutis faction, when for the firſt time (as he 


flates-it) he heard I was the purchaſer . 
It is obſervable alſo, that Sir Robert 


Cliyton | knew theſe particulats gore 


edtveyantes' were not executed till fiſteen 


months after, i. e. on the 4th of October, 
17% Mr. Collett poſitively ſwears Sir R. 
_ Clayton: knew Mr. Holliday: whs. a truſtet 


ſot me, and that he was very glad —_ 
ens of the e e 


(geſted. gen zan. a FL. 520) eee (2421 


Benton 1 2 ane ob 24d! again} 3 


Atates, that the beef 53s n 6 
 iprizdd in the deeds aforeſaid -ort' woreby 
1 „% e 40, 00“. and the gears 


exclyſve | 


the-a8th of Auguſt, 1578; and yet hi neren 
mad this enquiry, ad he ſays, though the 


bes Lie a © amount to 4931. Bs. 2 d. . 
"ew | . No. XXVII. XXIX. 
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Ca] 
excluſive. of herigts, ner, timber;\ and 
other valuable matters. ce Sir R. 

* crate ct 6d tine 19... 
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meſſuages on ſuch account (i. e. the fran- 

- chiſe of election] in pbſſeſſion, was worth 

8 2 See Sir. * nf $. W 
Page 7. line N Würd ern — 
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555 that the reverſion | in fee "fl the | 


| ooh of Str 4 R. Clayton. wat of greater | 
+: alle than ſuch reverfion, after. the death, = 


na eg 6 life: in general of bis ages as be, | 

0+. 944 been of, an infirm tate of body from, 

_ gaut ; and that ſuch reuenſſon as, ; 
0 ai 39,000/. or, at leaſt 2 5.00. 8 
dee Sir R. Clayton's Bill, page 7. 


AY online 40 Ar Wa an e467 r 861. 1 
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b e at very imprudent in Sir K. : 
Clayton to ſell this eftate, aud that it would 


V prudent. to b. fold bis 
Sir R. 


* 


ie, Bilt, page 5, line a 


aer Du nA . 


dee e H G B. AI. 3k. 


Sue, i walls beo bits mare proline . | 
"have raiſed the ſum of- 10,0001; by mort 


gage, than by ſale of any eftate, and = | 
Al by. ſale of this are. See vir N 


f l ee Bill, page 8. line 27 S. N os he: 
"DE im prudence of a perſon, ate From 


| cites br decke, offers his a 4 8 


to be imputed to 2 purchaſer, 
who buys an eſtate fairly, ma deicadrhitnts f 
the Court of Chancery to defend his property 
and repbtstibn. II is a purchaſer to know 
the motives that induce or oblige a man to 
= his eſtate; or, how can he enquire' into . 
dem, em, or even take notice of them, if he ac- 155 
e . — came to the knowledge of em, 
groſſeſt impertinence? Wik 
ſtil les propriety. could he Ry a ſeller” 
_ what 


1 0 


Ude ſteps he thould take, or TO mode 8 
3 man he Gord firefery | I it got * 
of the ptipęipal ounds of Charge s 
— ma 0 "ak, Sir R. Claythn, 90 2 
tor, itt Sie re er e m 5 did adviſe his 

- mats fale "How is purchaſer 


to Know the Kelter Has option of Afftetent 
_ wife or ailing bibhey? The purdtider hs 
only to conlider' the prics, Ute: aki ſtate, | 
and how farthey ure agregable 80h f E 
t appears from the Pleadingh,16f he! bobId 

baus raiſed ut. be_vodld/nor have 2fedaced. = 
bis income by paying ſo lo. machine 8 


ung eech himſelf to the diſtreß of e - 
on for the payment of the principal j and 


tat be would not have fold: his "eſtates bes. 


Lauſs it would" have Tefſencd his weightand = 
inſuence: whereas, the ſtep he took in fells © 
ng this feverfion was particulatly: 'ikible to 
Him, beczaſe it procired kim alt the derem. 


modation he eure with 
to any one inconveniefce be 


* ban 


* 


_ wiſhed to avoids? Bok, fuppoing'Siviſs, Cliy=" | _ 
| ton imprudent . bos is then Chan me | 
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alen 1 have paid, or e to pay Me. 
"Collert ſome extraordinary Jum of money, 


obs £ * 


1 . Cxtor, for bis great ſervices in. procuring 
e purchaſe. —See Sir R. Clayton's * 


KLE page 8, li 357 . Tg N ö 41; 
This in paädireiy denied Fan me, 2 SH 


Solicitor, on our oaths, and no attempt what- 
exer has been made to ſubſtantiate this in- 
en cage 3 4 £s 8677 1 N 9.58 n 
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05 CHARGE vl. | and Laſt! 
e, there . ar e many. a 3 N paſſed. 


:., between. Sir. R. Clayton's Solicitor and me, 
Is would prove Hal and. impoſition 
en Sir. R. Clayton in procuring theſe con- 
©. Peyances —Ses. Sir . enen 8 Bill 
1 eee. 
eee dat 1 d0 not re- 


Ses aer ee to have-paſſed between bs, 


or any occaſion, for them. I attended three 


days in the werk at the Stamp - Office, where 
it "oy have, wo more convenient to have 


* 1 a + # 
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ih cer and above bis uſual fees, as a Sal. 


| {0 4 5 
talked than written on any matter of haltet | 
if any ogemmannigation had been een be- 


e now gone through all mY Charget | 
in Sir R. Clayton's Bill filed againſt me, 1 
ſhall conſider the two points (out of ſcyenty, 
of which my Bill, in the nature of a. Croſs 
Bill, filed againſt sir N. Clayton, Sir John 
Galem, Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton, 
was compoſed) which Sir R. Clayton has 
thought fit to deny, and which have been | 
already alluded to.” 
_ The firſt of theſe points i is, betet the 39 
ſale of the reverſion of the manor-and borough | 

of Blechingly was firſt ſuggeſted by Sir R. 
3 or his Solicitot. Sir R. Clayton | 
aſſerts, his Solicitor propoſed: it t to him firſt, 
Twill ſuppoſe, for a moment this was the caſe, | 
Wa his Solicitor molt poſitively, on his 
oath, denies it, and ſwears it originated wit 
Sir R. Clayton ® Sir R. Clayton admits he 
conſulted his 0 about the means af 
raiſing money f . im. He muſt neceſſarily | 

therefore mean he ſhould point out, and pto- 
| poſe thoſe means. It is the; ery end of . N 


WO” 0 fi: res No. 2 6 * | 


> 


* 
TIT . 


eonfulting hand of ich un occaſion; and his 


Solicitor, by ſuggeſting this mode, gave him 
the opinion for which his Client profeſſedly 


applied to. bim. I think it Clearly appears 


7+ T TT EST. 


from the, preceding ſheets, Sir R. Clayton, 


was. obliged to. raiſe money: he admits it; 5 
it as clearly appears he would not raiſe money 


y any other means than thoſe he had re- 


cqurſe to. If there was no choĩce of mens, 
it js immaterial who fit mentioned the only 
| mode of doing, it. 1 repeat, however, bis 
ö Solicitor ſwears it firſt originated with Sir R. 


pt Clayton. ; But whether it was firſt pro poſed 


75. 


* 


 Eitor. 'to communicate my with to have be- 
come the purchaſer of it. But fortly At 18 


„ ee 


by. Sir R. Clayton, or by his Solicitor, ho 


: ein "this be. any. imputation on me? Tho vt 
| not have t th oght i it a matter of benlute, even 
| if Thad, rom 


a ſuſpicion of Kowledge Gf bis 
affairs, been lea to ſuppafk of know, Sir R. 
Clayton, might have 'been bblig ed to fell 1 
part of. his. Fils and I nad FMT bis Soll 


* Ei 


ſufficlent for he. that ve R. "Cliyt yton, ON 
Greſham, Lach Greſtia , And Miss Clayton, 


YR Habe * on their. oaths, acknowledy ed he we 


} SH [Hyloo9 


Fuel A. > thi ; mhafure, 1 it was firſt wg. | 


| mas * * 0 «ry X. 


geſted 


deeciſive on this point. Iaſſert, Sir R. Clay- 


4. "1 


8 
geſted by him or his Solicitor) and authorized 
his Solicitor to carry it into execution“ Has 
he not, on his oath, declared he never expreſſ- 
ed, or had any diſſatisfaction on account of this | 
tranſaction either reſpecting me, or what is 
more particular againſt hisSolicitor for ſo many. 7 
years after and then'not until the diſſolution | 
of Parliament was conſidered as certain? 4 
That period and that circumſtance effectually 
mark the ſpirit and reaſon of this pretended 
ground of attack. If he had real cauſe of 
complaint againſt his Solicitor, or even ſuſ- 
picion of it, would not he have diſmiſſed him 1 
inſtantly '. Has he not, on the contrary, by 
many letters, and one eſpecially. ſo . late as 
in Chancery filed againſt me, expreſſed hims . 
ſelf to be ſo particularly pleaſed with that 3 
Solicitor's conduR, as to employ him confis | 
dentially as his own Solicitor ; and as Agent 
to the Surry Committee on the election for | 
that county t? His letter of that late date is 


ton has apologized to me for his conduct, 
and diſavowed every part of it; but his con- 
107 Appendix, No. XXXIV. X. XIX. 2 it Ibid. 3 
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14 ] | 
cuttence i in meaſutes, into Which he "Yi 
Reduced by offers and promiſes (which he 
complaitis have been broken) of being ex- 
tricated from his diſtrefſes by the purſe and 

85 friendſhip of Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, - 
and Miſs Clayton. I aſſert alſo, that from 
i ſenſe of what he called Sir J. Greſham's 

tricking conduct · on this occaſion, he not 
only impariently wiſbed for, but earneſtly re- 
 queſted © the ng. of od en, Oy" againſt 
them. | 

The other Polt Sir R. engen has not 

admitted, reſpects the manor of Blethingly, 
Hie ſweats poſitively he never intended to 
ſell the reverſion of that manor; that he 
never authorized ſuch ſale, or knew it was 
Included in the ſeveral deeds when he exe - 
. Ented them. Sir J. Greſham, Lady Gre. 
ſham, and Miſs Clayton, ſwear as poſitively | 
they believe Sir R. Clayton did not know, 
- and that he was not informed that theſe deeds 
conveyed the reverſion of that manor, © Is it 
not moſt extraordinary that theſe Jour per · 
. ſhould'a/? have forgotten that they had 
ſworn as poſitively the direct contrary” ſo 
| Hike: 3 time before as the 19th and 22d of 
Jay, 75 in the er cauſe, and the fame 
| Wee „ | 


| 


4 
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They bad before ſworn, „ that the 


| _ of Agreement, dated Auguſt a8, 1778, 


for the ſale of the reverſion of the manor, as 
well as the borough of Blechingly;; and the 


| Deeds of Conveyance, dated October 3d and 


4th, 1779, in conſequence. of theſe articles 


were duly executed by Sir R. Clayton, by which 


| bo du conveyed the ſaid manor and beraugh x,. 
That this man was included actually, 


ang that Sir R. Clayton intended it ſhould de 
included, and conveyed by theſe deeds, ap- 


Pears from the following inconteſtible evi 
n under Sir R. Clayton's o.iñ band. 


The Articles of Agreement for the ſale af. 

J Meg admitted on the eaths-of Sir 
R. Clayton, Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, 
and Miſs Clayton. The veſt article in this 
agreement is the manor of Blechingly, and 
dieſcribed in theſe few words, All that the 


manor. of Blechingly, together with all its 
manerial rights. members, and © appurtg» 


nancesF.” Alſo all the burgage, meſſuages, 


and tenements ſituated within the ſaid manar, 


and held of the ſaid manor of -Blechingly.” 
5 Theſe articles are written on two fides, and 


» | Appendix. XXXVU. + Ibid; No. XXXV II. 
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5 elf er one et paper, dieb 
Vas ches different times in Sir R. Clayton's 
Poſſeſton, for che purpeſe ef ſigning three 
Aiu.ffeent cecvipts for threꝶ different fums of 
doeh 2008 J, hnd66061/(beitigthe amount 
of the conſideration money) by three different * 
JTlauaſtallments, It is alſs very rernarkable that 
ii gane is mentioned eigbe different times 
diu the ſhort compafs of two ſides and a half 
1 3 ſheet of paper] and the laſt time 
in the laſt line; immediately ober the Gighatufs 

3 : of sit Ri/Chayton's hame The! manor is alfo 
oe exprofilyincluded-and deſocibed in ehe Deeds 
3.4 : e Ghnyoyance, dated the” gd and th of 


- is Solicitor ib ald indorſel, „ Bill of coſts 
. e, eee abe manor and bo- 
. rough of Blechingly.“ dthis bill of coſts 
-* - __ * eohtains the 9 ne < Drawing 

agreement for ſale of the reverſion of the 
mur and borough of Blechingly; attending = 


. TP Ki lan three hours to ſettle the draft of the 
Lenrepahee of che maven : and: borough - of | 
ny. And: Sir R. "Clayton has, on 


erte ponds; No xkxux. * bas - 
"Vat a. Wo "4.5% | | bis 


Ober 17% . The bill of coſts paid to 


| Mir. -Fearne. therewith; attending Mr: Hel- 


\ 
* a ”h 
2. * 


| . A%1 2 TI a 
I HP helen lege 66 read theſe aftities, 
_ as. Well as the chdorſement}® and"that | 
Aten the manor was included in eee 1 
I d the bove-mentiviied* Deeds of Oonyep. | . 3 1 
Ante. It appears too beyond a daubt, Sir 
= * . knew) it was, from the gu . | 
tions delivered by him into the Houſe gf Wet 
Commons, on his being elected Member for . 
Rlechingly 4 in the — 716 and 1784, in . 

mis own hand writing 5 
ein all Perkaments before 15605 1. 6. before DEL 

chi ſele, Sir R. Clayton ſtated; in his quali- 

fications, be was ſeized in fee of the ann. 
and borough of Blechingly, and'other lands, 2 

tctenements, and hereditaments, in the pariſh . 
of Blechingly; whereas, in the Parliament = 
of -1780 and 1784, when he Was returned, = 
membet for that - borough} f. . After this 
ſale he omitted the words (in his qualifica- 2 

| : tion) manor and borough, - and acknowledges, n 
on his oath, he omitted them on u . 
tton with his Solicitor“ That Solicitor RE -- 
ſerts, the concealment of the fale of the'te- | ; | 
_ . ___verhon of the manor and borough, which -  ' 
3g amen he had ſtated he had = 
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Ng only 


3 in 


only ſays, he cannot recollect what his 


dchis qualification.” He contends alſq, (“ no 
argument can he drawn from the, miſſion « 


— 
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them; was the motive 
he aſſigned for conſulting him ; ahd Sir R. 
Clayt on does not venture to deny 5 it. but 


reaſan was for conſulting him about wording 


the words maner and borough, by. reaſau tie 
ſeid manor having. been i in words conveyed ta F. 


Halliday in truſt for mes: . Sic R. Clayton could 
nmnuot (in 1780) be ſaid to be clearly and in- 

diſputably entitled in fee fimple, alinued be 
 Canfidered. himſelf * (in 1780) as impgſed en in 
ſuch, conveyance,” — How tar Sir R. Clayton's . 


Katement is conſiſtent with the fact, let any 


Perſon judge from the letters wrote by Sir R. 
Clayton to Mr. Collett, affer the time be admits 
he knew the reverſion. of the manor nne 
veyed to Mr. Holliday. 
le is directly charged with A | 

4 Why does he not deny it? If it was incon- 


venient to recollect what was his motive, be 


could have told what was not his motive. 
He adds, Howbeit the e dre 
. A e altered Þy de the Clerk of the 


ee. XXVII. 


Vina 


1 


| 
1 
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Houſe to ſuit the forms: of the-Houſe.” IT 
this means any thing, it means the omiſſon 
was made by the Clerk's alteratiom. This 
alteration is of the ſubſtance not of the form; 
How could the Clerk know the parcels of 
Sir R. Clayton's eſtate? If Sit R. Clayton 
ſays he informed him of them, it 'is the 


otniſſion of Sir R. Clayton. This attempt 


to charge the Clerk of the Houſe of Com- 
mons with this groſs violation of his duty by 
altering a record, is as infamous as the fact 
is falſe. No ſuch een was made. 


Sir R. Clayton admits ®, on his oath, thut tlie 


Returning Officer of cis borough is choſen 


in the court of the manor of Blechinghy,' and 


that he is removeable at the will of the Lord 
of the many of Blechingly, which” ſurely 
ſhews the neceffity of the nan e in- 
cluded in this ſale.” © 

After this purchaſe was icy 4 ſable. | 
quent agreement was entered into between 
Sir R. Clayton and me +, which begins with 
this recital, viz. Sir R. Clayton having 
| "conveyed the reverfion of the mant and 
| e a of IEP to yu Kenrick, Eſq; 


3 


eee No XL een 5 | 
e Nr wy. Ke. i 
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dan deliberately, becauſe that former anſwer 
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 ananthi:befare by his (Sir J. Greſham's) advice, 


dhe Bill in Chancery was filed againſt me; 


and every one of them, and the qualification, 


axe ſtated in the Croſs Bill I filed againſt tbem, 


and in that Croſs Bill they are diſtinQly, put 


28 interrogatories to them. And yet they | 
have deliberately ſworn, i. e. Sir R. Clayton 
; has ſworn that he pl AA oi or. intended the 
manor, was, or ſhould: haye. been conveyed. 1 to | 


me; and Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, 


aud Mig Clayton have ſworn that they be- 

lee he never knew it was conveyed, or in- 
tended it ſhould be conveyed ; and this, they 

ſuwear in the moſt direct flat contradiction to 

_ what'they.had.ſworn as deliberately ſo. very 

| ſhort a time before in their former anſwers, 


dated the 19th and 22d of July, 1786. 1 


had been litigated in the Court of Chancery, | 


_ from July 1g. 1786, to Oftober.x787, Viz. 


fixteen months. As the event of this litiga- 


tion Was of the utmoſt 3 the cbn- 


* 14, 2 | | f teſt 


ed All e a d 
except the qualification, were delivered into 
Sir J. Greſham, or Mr. Wallis, his Solici- 

torẽs cuſtody, by Sir R. Clayton's order, teen 


: 


„ 
teſt was carried on with the utmoſt exertion 
on both ſides. If Sir R. Clayton, Sir J. 
Greſham, Lady Greſham, and\MiGiCtayton 
had prevailed they would have avoided the 
danger and diſprace of putting in their ſecond 
afifwets, which they knew would contradict 45 
a every Char rge they hac ſo ſhamefully brought 
| Cen If Thad not prevailed-I/heuld - 
have loſt the compleat defence I have · (by 
lucceeding in this conteſt) extorted from 
8 chem, of my property and character, which had 
been ſo maliciouſly and profligately attacked. 
In the courſe of this Tevere diſpute their an- 
wers were argued repeatedly before thie Maf- 


FR ter in Chancery, he Maſter of the Rolls, 
+ and the Lord Chancellor, by Counfel = 


= Krſt rank and abilities in that profeſſion. Is 18 
it poſſible they ſhould be ignorant (under 
thoſe circumſtances mort eſpecially) of theit 
ben depofitions on oath? If they wete-not 
: ignorant, (and how can any perſons be igno- 95 
fant of £06 they deliberately ſioeur to) how = 
Ft wal they reconcile ſuch groſs contradiftions = 
on their ſolemn oaths to each other, to theit 
 Tonſcience, and to God? * © ILY. oh 408 5 


1 - \ a 4 
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+: Tihave' hichomd introduced! ng W 
Sir J. Greſham 9 and occaſionally 
| Cos? . 


/ 
- 


1 

. but as he has hade hümſelf -a principal 
in this ſuit againſt me, and Sir R. Clayton is 
obviouſly;ffukified, it is incumbent on me to 
eonſidet the merits of it, den appear on. 
the teſtimony of Sir J. Greſham. 
Sir J. Greſham avows, this Bill in Chan- 
cerꝝ Was filed againſt, me by his advice, and 
ſupponted by his purſe and that he took this 
part, . becauſe he found upon an .enguiry.Sir = 
EX. Slax ton had been groſsly: impeſed upon by 
me in this tranſaction. It appears allo, in the 
pleadings of this Suit, Sir J. Greſham bad 
perſonally aſſiſted i in ehe inſtructions 
for ghis bil. 5 
O whom did Sir J, Greſham. make. this : 
'enquiry?. Of Sir R. Clayton, a moſt intereſt- | 
ed parq, and a party evidently fultified by 
chat yety Bill. Sir J. Greſham had received 
inſgmation of a direct contrary nature from 
Mf. Collett, the Solicitor Sir R. Clayton 
employed in that buſincls, and from me. It 


9 is true we alſo were intereſted parties; but 


Ve referred him to the counterparts of all the 
| deeds, and vouchers relating to this tranſ- 
7 action, which were at that time in his cuſtody; 
| they could not miſrepreſent facts, or miſlead 

hedge ene avg Longs an, 0 
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5 al fo admit, on their oaths, they could not 


JR F 15 
; wiſh or expect credit for our — it, 
farther than it was ſupported' by that ei- 
dence. I ſhall now examine how the merits 
of. this Cafe appear on ns Lo Ea ann ac 
count of it. | 10. £0} I 71 
n' tie Bill denen n 85 8 
Am advice, in conſequemer of his exquiry, 
I am charged wich « forming a ſcheme, in 
collitfion with Sir R. Clyton's Solicitor and 
Confidential Agent, to obtain, at an under 
price, and by fraud, a conveyance of the 
|  niafio# and borough of Blechingiy, in tevers 

fon, after Sir R. Claytan's life; undd to adviſe 
him to grant annuities to involve him in diſ- 
tres, that we might'r mote * obtain this b 
NM 11 
The part Mr. Callett had acted 18 
Sir R. Clayton ®, Which appears im the an- 

| wer 16 thi Neſt Qbinegny/ proves the impoſ- 
fibiltty of His having any ſuch ſcheme. Sir 
J. Greſham himlelf, and Sir R. Chyten, 


point out any inſtanee of miſcondutt of Mr. 
Collett, eicher with reſpect to bis integrity; = 
dex profeſſional obillities in all the various and 


j W Noe. M. by 8 


"nom » W; 


at 2 „ ; ieee 
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"OY e oa dere bb he.w as c 
5 IH corned for Sir R. Clapton, exxept. that he, 
Sit J. Greſhan concri ved Mis Ocllett had, 
 impoRdigroſzly on him, Sir R. Clayton, in 


the fale of the reverſion. of the manor <p 
m of Blechingly to me. Has not sir 


1 ee Db e ad him, How will | 
Sir q. Greſham, as a man of common, honour, 
andcommon honeſty, juſtify upon A mere con- ; 
 _ eeftionluch Charges as he has, adviſed to; be 
brought in a Court of Juſtice -agaipſt Mr. 
| Edllpits34ggravated by che additional ecuſa», 
"tion of 8 as a profeſſional mancto his; 

© Client: After Sir J. Greſham. hay, gharged, 
me alſo 1 5 a colluſion with Mit Collett, 
ZR in ade particular: tranſaction, I have > fight 
ta make this: reflection: And Sir JiGreſbamy 
bas done mne the juſtige to.kcknowledge, mat 

o far from adviſing him to grant an anguities to 
igvolye bim in-difficultics,-7 was the perſon. | 


who had;extricated; him from them, hy per, 


purchasing annuities he had imprudently, 


| grantedibefore} he knew Mr. Collett... The, 


/ 4dmifſion.of this fa; at once.contradifts the, | 
Charge and the motive. Is it poſſible I 
cCeould have a0 in uch nnn to 
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my ſcheme' and my intereſt, as to relieve Sir 
R. Clayton from that diſtreſs, which was the 
ſole foundation on which the ſucceſs of ay 
ſeheme depended ?. of 
How does the fact reſpedting g "the under- 
value of this purchaſe turn out on Sir J. 
| Greſham! s account: ? Headmits, on his oath, 
a calculation, which ſtates (on the judgment 
of three men ſkilled, in theſe matters) that I 
have given a higher price than 30, oool. one 
one of the prices Sir J. Greſham bimſelf 
thought fit (in the Bill he adviſed), to ſet 
upon it. This is mote ertraordina, ae | 
Mr. Horsfall 8. calculation was in his cuf- 
tody fifteen months before that Bill Was 
J ian) Jos aud £5 . 


The circumſtances * fraud n in 
the. Bill, adviſed, by Sir J. Greſham againſt 
me, are, that I obtained the conveyances off 
this eſtate under the pretence. of its being 
only a mortgage; that Sir R. Clapton did 
not know the contents of, the deeds ; that 
no Council were employed on his part; and 
that the whole affair was tranſacted wich 
hurry and ſecrecy, that his family might not | 


8 know of i Wh and ee to oe | 
How . 


* 
* ar 
47111511 . * * 
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©" How do theſe facts appear i in Sir J. Gre: 
ſham's account of them ? He ſwears poſitive- 


Iy this was not 4 mortgage, but a ſale, He 


ſwears Mr, Holliday or Mr. Fearne, both 


ä Council particularly converſant in this line 


of conveyancing, were concerned on the part 
of Sir R. Clayton. He admits alſo, on his 
oath, Sir R. Clayton was informed of, and 
underftöbd the contents of the Deeds of 
Conveyanet to be an -abſolute ſale. Mow 


does Sir J. Greſham ſupport his Charges of 


my condiiftitg this' buſineſs with hurry and 


| 2 to prevent the inferpoſition of dir R. 


Chaytotb's family? He admits, on his oath, 
that this taantsctlon (fo far from being e con- 
ducted with hurry). took up fifteen months 
tine, 1e. from Auguſt 28, 177. to Okto- 
ber 4, #5783" and chat che deeds wert ex6- 
— Cite at dit R. Clayton's Houſe, on an ap- 
pointment made by himfelf of twenty=three 
Ups ling,” 400 has nof Sir J. Greſham | 
worn,” that Sir R. Clayton gave his*Soli. 
eitor:6iders' to make this fale as privately as 
$eliblePand have'T not, in wi Crofs Bill, N 
put this interrogatory to Sir R! Clayton, Sir | 
John and n and Mifs Clayton? | 


. Whether 


# * 
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Whether they did not know, that in conſe - 
quence of the offer made to me of the ſale of 
the reyerſion of the manor and borough of 
Blechingly, I had communicated to Mr, 
Clayton, his uncle, his reſolution to part 
with the reverſion of his eſtates, and whether 
they were not informed of this communi= 
cation? They all ſwear poſitively they had 
nevet heard of it; but, in conſequence 61 4 
converſation I had afterwards with, their Soli- 
citor upon this part of their anſwer, they 
thought fit to do me the juſtice, to reQify 
their miſtake, and to authorize him to ace 
knn ledge the fact to be as $I ſtated it, with 2 
 this-xariation/only, that they underſtood my 
communication to Mr. Clayton was confined 
to dir R. Elayton's: Buckinghamſhire eſtate. 5 
Is not this admifſion;a deciſive proof not only | 
that he knew of Sir R. Clayton's intention, | 
but that he knew-it, through, my communi- 


cation ? To purſue cheſe-particulars further, | 
would be to repeat all:that has. been ſaid i in the 


fotegoing ſhects, Fheſe acts muſt have heen 


known to Sir q. Greſham, filteen months be 
fore be adviſed the Bling of tbe Bill in Chan- 


cery again me, for the evidence of thoſe 
Hod * OW | facts 
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facts were delivered to him in March 1984, 
and the Bill was not filed till June 1785. 
Every other fact relative to this Suit muſt 
have been completely known by him before 
he put in his anſwer, I aſſert this on theſe 
grounds they are all ſtated in the Pleadings, 
and appear in Sir R. Clayton's anſwer. Is 
it poſſible the man, Who adviſed the Bill 
filed againſt me in this Cauſe, ſhould not 
examine my Croſs Bill, in Which I made 
I bis lady, and ſiſter, defendants; the 
object of which was to compel him to re- 
tract every Charge he had adviſed in that 
Bill, or to ſupport them by perjury ? Is it 
poſſible he' ſhould not have been perfectly 
| acquainted” with Sir R. Clayton's anſwer to 

ſuch a Croſs Bill? Confidering the part Sir 
J. Greſham had taken in the original Bill, 

eſpecially as it is evident Sir R. Clayton was 

ſtultified by it, is it (probable that Sir R. 
Clayton's anſwer ſhould be drawn without 
| his knowledge at leaſt? I believe no man 
was ever under greater difficulties about his 


. anſwer. This is obvious from thè uncom- 


mon exertions of every kind made to avoid 


we and the offer made to pay my coſts in 
| both | 
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both Suits to induce me to put an end to this 
diſpute before their anſwers were put in. | 
| Having eſtabliſhed theſe facts on the oath. 
of Sir J. Greſham, it is evident that at the 
time he adviſed the Bill in Chancery to be 
filed againſt me, he knew every Charge in 
that Bill to be abſolutely falſe and unfound- 
ed from the evidence he had in his own poſ- 
ſeſſion. How will Sir J. Greſham juſtify 
ſuch an infamous attack on my property and 
character, in a Court of Juſtice, in direct 
. contradiction to that evidence, and his own 
| complete knowledge of it? How could Sir 
J. Greſham bring himſelf to ſwear he adviſed 
this attack on me, becauſe upon enquiry he 


. Jound I bad grofoly impoſed on Sir R. Clayton? 


It may be aſked, as Sir J. Greſham could 
not poſlibly believe Sir R. Clayton had been 
ſo impoſed upon, what reaſon he could 
have for adviſing a Suit of ſuch a ſerious | 
nature, in which he was ſure he could not 
ultimately ſucceed? Perhaps it will not be 
very difficult to give a ſatisfactory anſwer 
to this queſtion, upon a recollection of 
ſome of the facts ſtated in the procoling 
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pleated i in October 1779, and that no diſ- | 


ment was conſidered as certain. In. that 


{ 15 occaſion, Sir. FR Greſham inſiſted on Sir 


jt two gentlemen, to repreſent the borough of | 


- 
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* has been admitted, ie the tranſaction 
between Sir R. Clayton and me, was com- 


ſatisfaction whatever was expteſſed on that 
account. (although it was known to all bis 
family) till after the diſſolution of Parlia- 


period, and i in that event, we muſt look for 


8 9 5&4 + 


the, origin of this diſpute between US. On 


1: 65 


R. Clayton 8 taking his recommendation of 


Blechingly, on.certain terms, at the enſoing 
General Election. Sir . Greſham has bold- 
ly ſet up bis claim as heir apparent to all 


Sir R. Clayton 8 property at Bis deceaſe, and 
conſequently t to the reverſion of the borough 


of. Blechipgly 1 bad bought of him, if that- 
purghaſe, could be reſcinded,” Sir J. re- 
ſham's views may, perhaps, | be ſuppoſed to 
get the nomination of the two Members for 


this borough during Sir R, Clayton's 8 life, 


and the borough itſelf at his deceaſe. If, Sir 
- Hs Clayton covld have got, rad of his engage» 
ments, he would have been at liberty t to have 
* the Kea of the two ſeats; and 1 
he 


had bought of him. Theſe were ſufficient 


t 

he could have reſcinded my purchaſe, he 
would have obtained alſo the further great 
| ſum, of money Sir J. Greſham offered to 
advance to him to repurchaſe the borough I 


temptations to induce two ſuch men to un- 
dertake this ſhameful attack upon me; and 
appear to be more natural motives for their 
extraordinary conduct than the inconſiſtent. 
and improbable ſtory they have ſo ſolemnly 
advanced, and ſo flatly contradicted, 
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IN the preceding pages I e FORT 
account of a Bill in Chancery filed againſt 
me and hr. Coliett in which, beſides the heavy - 
Charges of fraud and conſpiracy, both in 
the, manner of obtaining the purchaſe of the 
_ reverſion of the manor and borough of 

* Blechingly of Sir R. Clayton, and of the in- 
ſufficiency of the conſideration. paid for it, 
Mr. Collett was accuſed with the aggravated 
Charge, as a profeſſional man, of treachery to 
wy Client, Conceiving he had good reaſon 

o believe Mr, Nicholl to have been one of 

Kr adyiſers of that attack upon his character, 
and Sir R. Clayton having complained to 
Mr. Collett, that in the year 1783, he (Sir 
R. Clayton) had been taken a very unfair 
advantage of in an agreement entered into 
between that gentleman. and Sir R. Clayton, 
in conſequence of which Mr. Nicholl was 

brought into parliament for a certain ſtipu- 


a | lated 
* 


a1 


lated 3 Mr. Collett determined 


| to ding a an action 2 — 5 . Mr. 


The immediate active for that gre 


ua th, bp So Gn, n n 


thoſe t/a who had accuſed him of lr 
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Again Sir R. Craytan för his Pro 
Ack armodlctely Wafted Orr him 1 | 
to inform bim of- the meaſure 2 Hips 
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wor With Wifi had taken 1 It, = 22 | 


SR R. Claytof! Eprefed his * — 
rr. Collett, not Wöhh ab dp dite pb An 
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HASH R. egen, ee wf 


ban for. ride 5) | 
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1 uly 16 on's Sol- | 
| Nie Hough A v4 l $I me for 
bribery.” © EY ſo brought 


ain ſt me :y94gheJ pls reaſon i adeclara- 
tion being delivered in the action againſt Sir 


= R Claytoß for Mt CSletE * 


aaſſertions, that the achioi 


demnffyitig Sir Rödert wodT® have beet àH- 
fchered dvithöüt any meclatättn i that ac: 
fot! at in Nœenlber 159 de Tad Fears 
ühlt e ad den the vimbelapſed = 
finke the'BHbefſ Would hure operatedias an 
Indemnity te Sir Robert again anyl ſubſe: 
quent action. The truth of Mr Cbllett's 
n-agginſt Sir Robert, 
w-as meant for his indemnity, is evident from 
the Jetter, dated December 29, 1786, from 
Sir N. Clayton, quoted in the Appendix, 
| Ng 5; and from this circumſtance, that 
| were taken to bring-thar;actionotd 
Sir R. Clayton's Solicitor forced Mt. 


| tial 


Caett td proceed By ſerving him with abe 


fold wing Rue of Curt. 
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25 + K Faber Tam, in the 27th year of 
os e Fe = King George the IId. . 


. Collett, Gent. agtinſt Clayton, Bart. 


2 « Monday, Upon the motion of Mr. 
May Mn} Up of council for the de- 
' _ *< Fendant, and hearing Mr. Bower, of coun- 

. eil for the plaintiff. It is ordered, That 

**. the plaintiff pay the coſts of the Applica- 

* _ and. peremptorily proceed to on 


| 5 be held forthe, County of Burr... 
125 ee, C ' By the Court, er a | 
KN E169; « 


* 


1 this Rule of Court, Mr. 
Collett applied to the Duke! of Portland and 
Mr. Byng (Sir R. Clayton's friends) by let- 
| ters, in which he declared he had brought 
, the action againſt Sir R. Clayton merely to 
mm him, as has been already ſtated, againſt 
Mr. Nicholl. I alſo waited on the Duke of 
Portland to beg he would interpoſe to pre- 
or vent «theſe extremities, ” Theſe ſteps being | 
| unſucceſsful, 


I 


unſucceſsful, the Cauſe was of necellity en- 


_ tered for trial; but Mr. Collett even then 
left it to be ſettled by the council on both 
ſides, in any amicable manner they pleaſed; 

provided it was acknowledged that this trial 
was forced on on the part of Sir R. Clayton. 

I have always underſtood it was ſettled on 

' theſe terms, till Sir R. Clayton's Solicitor 

came to Croydon, and refuſed to accede to 

this plan of accommodation. As ſoon as I 

had waited on the Duke of Portland, I left 

London, not. doubting that an accommoda- 

tion of ſuch a buſineſs muſt of neceſſity be 

preferred to a public trial on ſuch a buſineſs. 

Although much very diſagreeable matter muſt 

have come out in evidence, and Sir R. Clay- 
| ton's friends muſt have been involved in this 

_ diſgraceful buſineſs, I found by the receipt 
of a ſubpena, a few days before the Aſſiaes, 
tm attend the trial, his friends had not inter- 
fered to prevent it, but that it was to be 
brought forward. As ſoon as I reached 

Croydon, I enquired for Mr. Collett, and 

requeſted him to put an end to this affair. 

M. Collett readily. conſented; if his oppo- 

nents. 985 acknowledge he was forced 2 
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| YE fa | 
SIS. 5 L 7 1 
de ferdeef the Rule uf Court tb-bifngthis 
ll.  CaiferwythyAfites }/andcafter ſome heſita- 
ton agrebd/(if after an dttemptfo-geti that 
abkhoteledginent i didit ſucteed) te with? 
draw tlie Record: unconditionally; and au- 
fthorized m to take the neoeſſary ſteps for 
this purpo ĩmmediatety applied to Mri 
Erſkit, Mr Collettb leading council, uni 
deſired re Byng to uſe his good offices with 
Sir FN ayton's friends: g tos ſettle this rants 
tirlalnibably;- The ankwer Nr. Bybg brouglit 
m From Sir R. Chaytonle Solicitor ad, 
tllat ir would withdraw: this Neri, and 
agree not to in iſe the answers of S 
daten sir John Greſtenm Lady Gyothiats, - 
[© aid Milk Olahton,"16%he Cre Bil- 
| filed daguinſt chem (in "oofifequence of the 


before- men tiohad· Bill Itheythid filed agaitiſt 
me in the Court of Chant ry). hexwould diſi 
miſt Sir R. — Mii in tnt Geutʒt 


againſt me, and witharam an: ncionc bf. hr 
beryvahith Aru Nichell (and as, umd h/ 
this mellage Sir R. Cleyton) had brought 
agagainſt mit. I inſtantihj parceived the dilemma 
 m;yohich this meſſage invalved!ajic2 f 
contented ü theſe . | 


: 
* — 
5 
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- tage: I propoſod to myſelſ e 
vf Sir R. Clayton, &, Which alone gould 
protect my purchaſe of tlie reverſibn of t 
manor and borough! of Blechingly-frot! any 
future attack; and my character from the 
preſent ũnſamous cod ſpiraey agaitiſt it T 
too, thatthis actibu being withirawalie bon, 
lequence of propoſals made to mb) uſt 
neteſfatily comfim u report molt” induſtric 


perſon Eÿ ed vic elle meaſure ef bring 
this atio originally, and had now preva 


. L refuled dhe terms, they would ſahy I pre 
vented the accdmmodation i for the' Jake of 
konvicting Sir R/C layton im the ation, ud 
_ expoſing'the; partitularly ſcandalous 4. 58M 
| Ranres attentlitg his coriducts | My re 
this :meſtkgedthrough'Mr.: Byng Was, — 4 
hadind other oo, Ehis ach et that. 
of endeavouring to preyent it; that I fee 
the terms propoſed as foreign to the preſent 


Buſigefoy bert tft ſo far as it conicernetl me, 


I.defiresl it tniglit be reported to Sir R. Clay- 


_ bghisQſicits thought beſt in their provecd- 


| 1M 15 e we ings | 


pully'circulateall at that time, that I was the 


vn Mn. Collett cs'brltig/it to tho predont ttiar. 


w Sohiitor, that he might take ſuch ſteps 
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for trial. As a further proof that the reaſon 
T had given for inſiſting on their anſwers was 


make room for Sir R. 
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ings againſt me; but that the moment hie 
Clients put in a fair plain anſwer to my 
Croſs, Bill, (which they had rendered neceſ- 
fary by their original Bill againſt me) and Sir 

Hlayton would conſent ta ſubmit: his 
agreement. with me to his own arbitrators, 
the Dukeof Portland, and Lord John Cayen- 
diſh, (for they were 4otb named by him) 1 
, was ready to put an end to all diſputes be- 
tween, u, and (having, as I have already 


ſtated, authority for that purpoſe from Me. 
Collett), to. undertake, Mir. Collett. ſhould 


Withdraw the Record in the action entered 


not hoſtile, but merely for my ſecurity, I 
offered to vacate my ſeat in patliament to 
Clayton to ſucceed 
me, the moment he would ſubmit to thoſe 


eee 1 n 
en „ r 


* my * 
. 


"Although these . not ncrepted; 


the action was ſtopped, and the Record with- 
drawn... This negeciation with Mr. Byng 


alles in; the preſence * Mr. Budgen and 
2 X 8 Mr, 


1% 


(ho have authorized me) I appeal for the 
truth of this relation of it. In the follo w- 
ing winter I prevailed on Mr. Collett to 
withdraw, as I had before, at the inſtance of 
Mr. Nicholl's friends prevailed on him to 
ſuſpend his action againſt Mr. Nicholl. Mr. 
Collett readily conſented to it, if Mr. Byng 
would either procure a written a cknowledg- 
ment from Sir R. Clayton, or give it in 


writing under his (Mr. Byng 's) hand, that 


Mr. Coltett had never been in any degree 
concerned in the agreement between Sir R. 
Clayton and Mr. Nicholl, on which thoſe 
actions were founded, as had been very falſe- 
ly aſſerted at Croydon Aſſizes; where a re- 
port had been moſt induſtriouſly propagated, 
that both Mr. Collett and I had been con- 
| cerned: in making that < Sopmand as Sir R. 
Clayton's Agents, on which Mr. Collett, by 
my advice, had brought this m to trial. 
The moment I mentioned this to Mr. Byng 
he frankly acceded to it, and gave aſſurances 
to that effect to Mr. Collett, who met him; 
at my deſire, at my houſe for that purpoſe. 
RENE. Nicholl's inftance to me, "through 
common 


Mr. Moreland, to whom, and Mr. Byng, 


| 1 . D t $22 1 ; 
| © canumoniffieads, to whom I. appeal for ibe 
truth of this aſſertion, the action of bribery 
againſt him was at f ſuſpended, andi ui 
nta withdras /n; aud yet at ithis moment 
Mr. Nicholbs ; and Sir R. Clayton's adtion 
"WF babery is ſtill e en I 
IF - - YG iv. 3010156 2161 Leroga 
govt | "es 0 es enn e 
Ks als -Of83198- 8. | 8 4; 7 147 141 12 nt OY. 
„In the; . part of cheſe ſheets:I have 
eee, agreement mate betyeen Sie 
R. Qlayton app me, ſubſeguent to my pur 
chase therein mentioned. As much abuſo 
has been trown gut againſt me on account 
of it. and have been, charged with having 
obtained under: that agrerment the life uſtate 
of Sir R. Clayton, in tlie borougł of Blich: 
ingly, and without any additional xonſi- 
deration. I chink it meveſſary-to_ cuntradict 
mis infamous aſſer tio. esel 
"= Jain o nie ein: 1nd had  ootrbe vir 
| + Amoment's;ratkedion.on-thenature.pf the | 
2 purchaſg, which. has been already fo fully 
— explained, wil) ſhew.che abſolute neoedaty of 
e dublquent agreement in conlequenes 
86:8. 4 eh rats ank 
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My Purchafe bas been ſtatecd. 10h bei that 
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the revei ſiqn of the manor and harough ot 
Rlechinglyr wich the. franchiſe, off electing 
two niembeis for that; borqugh in parlia - 
ment Such members axe always choſen for 
ſeven, : years ;' if, therefore, Sit} R. Clayton 
| (of whom. 1. made this; purchaſe) died the 
day àfter an election, my reverſion, anftead - 
of ,cammencing immediately on his death, 
acsending to our hargaim, would be fuſpend- 
4 lor even years after his dereaſe. Thie 
catbe, x hich would have been directly cons 
trar to the plain geclarei intention of the 
parties, could not be ꝓręyided againſt by any 
tovenants in the purchaſe deeds: Such ee 
nanta would not only have been illegal. but 
would have vitiated the conveyances, defeat - 
ed the whole tranſactien. From this nedeſ- 
ſity, therefore, it Was deft. to Sit R. Clay- 


ton s honour to cure this defect when iʒt FP 


could be done without'affeRing. the validity 

| of the purchaſe. roy bis bl} ain C33 201 > 
«03 beta ET dt n 37 in Sind: 
ie . Grſb time I men ir R. Claytbm ufpen- 
| wards,” he N nnn propoſed san 


eg 
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- agreement for this purpoſe, which in eourſo 
was accepted on my part. I do not think it 
neceſſary for me to ſay more of it, than that 
it is confined ſolely to ſupply the defect al- 
_ ready" ſuggeſted in the purchaſe deeds, and 
to ſecure to me the commencement of my 
feverſion-at the time I am entitled to it, i. e. 
on the death of Sir R. Clayton —that the 
|  confideration'is additional and diſtin from 
chat paid for the reverſion, and was named 
dy Sir R. Clayton himſelf—that the agree- 
ment is reduced to writing, and ſigned by 
him and me and that it is ſubject to the 
award of two arbitrators, the Duke of Port- 
land and Lord John · Cavendiſh, borb named 
by himſelf. It is evident the agreement muſt 
_ neceſſarily” be advantageous to him, for if 
Sir R. Clayton ſhould die on the day before 
2 General Election, he will have received 4 
the conſideration he could be entitled to. 
Whereas, if he died on the day after che 
election, he would have received in advance 
the conſideration paid for the value of the 
franchiſe for the next ſeven years, and con- 
ſequently have received a double prioe for 
. n i. e. one by the confideration 
2 8 given 


t] 
Suiven in the purchaſe. of the reverſion, and 
te other by the price paid under. the ſub- 
ſequent agreement for the value of the fran- 
chiſe for ſeven years, or ſo much of it as 
ſhould remain unexpired after the reverſion 
had actually fallen in. Sir R. Clayton 
therefore cannot loſe any thing, but, on the 
contrary, he may be a great gainer by this 
agreement. If he will ſtate any thing y 
. that agreement, of which he thinks different- | 
ly now, than he did when he firſt propoſed 
it to me, and which in his opinion ſhould | 
de amended, why will he not refer it to the 
judgment of his own arbitrators, who have 
power to alter any part, or the whole of the 
agreement, which they ſhall think proper, 
either in matter or form, and even ſubſti- 
tute any other in its place which they think 
fair and reaſonable, and better calculated to 


M carry into execution the plain declared in- 
| tention of both moms. | | 


8540 ha uniformly ee and inſiſted on 
Sir R. Clayton's ſubmitting to this arbitra- 
tion, and he as uniformly has refuſed, and 
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11 I. 
ND this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) further faith, 
that, independent of the franchiſe of election, the 
whole rents and profits, and the manerial quit- rents and 
cottage rents, together with the rents and profits of the 
ſaid burgage meſſuages or tenements, after making the 
ſeveral deductions ſtated in the Bill (i. e. the Bill in 
Chancery, brought by Mr. Kenrick againſt Sir R. Clay- 
ton) and a deduction, for loſſes, by tenants, may not 
have produced more than 100 l. a year, on an Wer 5n 
for twenty as laſt oy . 245 line 19, ws 


Il. . | 
And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) faith, that he be- 


| hieves the greateſt part of the price of 10,0001. which was 


given for the purchaſe of the ſaid reverſion, of the manor 
and borough of Blechingly, was conſidered as paid for 
the reverſion of the ſaid burgage meſſuages or tenements, 
with the franchiſe of election annexed thereto.— See 
Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, page 24, line 15, &c. 


II. | 
This defendant (Sir R. Clayton) believes, that the ſaid 
John Kenrick was inſtrumental in re-purchaſing one or 
both of ſuch annuities. —See Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, .- 
page 17, line 23, &c. And theſe defendants, Sir John | 
Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Mifs Clayton, believe the 


4 


for that purpoſe, deſired him to produce to his family, a 


[74] 
faid John Kenrick was inſtrumental in effecting the 
re-purchaſe of one or both of ſuch annuities, —See the 
Anſwers of Sir John S My 9 and Miſs 
Clayton, Page 1: 11, lines 55 6 25 


IV. 


And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) recollects and 
admits, that the ſaid R. Collett did not promote or en- 
courage his running into any extraordinary or great ex- 
pences, but did recommend to this defendant, Sir Robert 
Clayton, to live within his income. And alſo that the 
ſaid R. Collett did alſo requeſt that this defendant, Sir 

R. Clayton, would ſtate every pecuniary matter he had 
| tranſacted for him, as fully and publicly as poſſible; and 


particular of each annuity, and prices, and of this ſale 
of the reverſion among the reſt.—See Sir R. Clayton's | 
Anſwer, page 28, line 8-10, 21—25. 30—31. 


: | v. 
"And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) PI wie 
that the only annuities he granted for his own life were 
granted i in May 1772, and before the ſaid R. Collett was 
at all concerned for this defendant, —See Sir R. Clayton's 
Anſwer, page 17, line 1215. And theſe defendants, 
Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton admit, 
that the ſame (i. e. annuities, granted by Sir R. Clayton 
for his own life) were granted prior to the ſaid com- 
plainant R. Collett's being in any wiſe concerned as 
Attorney, Solicitor, or Agent, for the ſaid Sir R. Clay- 


4 ton. — See Sir J. Greſham's Anſwer, page 11, line 13. 


And that ſuch annuities were the only annuities which tho 


55 ſaid Sir R. Clayton had granted for his own life, —$Seg 


* "ar 


81 


6 75 1 
Sir J. Greſham's Anfwer, page 11, Ene 628. Nn 
this defendant (Sir R. Clapton) further admits, that 
under theſe circumſtances, having' expreſſed his appro- 
bation of the mode of raiſing money, by granting atinui- 
ties, the faid R. Collett might, about the ſame time; look 
out and make enquiries for purchaſers of annuities on | 
their own lives; and that the faid R. Collett did obtain 
purchaſers for ſuch annuities at the prices charged\in the 
Bill, and more particularly therein ſet forth. — See Sir 
R. Clayton s Anſwer, page g, line 27—32. —And this 
defendant (Sir R. Clayton) alſo admits, that by the pur- 
chaſe of "annuities of 4001. 4 year for ſullers lives, the 
out- going of this defendant were reduced to the ſum of 
500 l. à year during the lives of all the annuitants, and 
were liable to be till farther reduced in caſe of the de- 
ceafſe of either of the annuitants for joint en Sir 
K. Clayton' 8 15 ada page 10, line ee F 


e WAA. in : a D 
15 "a Crofs vin i is ſtated; that by a wat cable 
by Mr. W. Morgan, Actuary to the Amicable Society, 
intituled, The Doctrine of Annuities and Aſſurances 
on Lives and Survivorſhip explained” it is calculated, 
chat 16,0001. with compound intereſt, at 5 per cur. per 
annum, in a term of years equal to the probability of Sir 
R. Clayton's life (i. e. a life aged 38 years) will amount 
to 32,5001, and upwards. And this defendant further 
-faith, Jaines Horsfall might give fuch opinion as in the 
fald- Bill was mentioned; and that Mr. Horbfall, Mr. 
tand, and Mr. Morgan; all in the Bit mentioned may 
be reputed to be well verſed in ſuch calculations; and 
that the ſaid J. Horsfall might give ſuch opinion, and 
that the ſaid C. Brand, and W. Morgan reſpectively, did 
ü _ 


1 191 el 2 
1 , agree in opinion, —See. Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, pagg 
24, line 2427, and 36—38. And theſe defendants, 
Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton, are 
informed, and believe, that the ſaid J. Horsfall, and C. 
Brand, and W. Morgan, all in the ſaid Bill named, may 
| be. reputed. to be well verſed in ſuch calculations as 
in the ſaid Bill are mentioned. See page 13, line 15— 
18. And that the ſaid Charles Brand and William 
Morgan did agree in opinion with the ſaid J. Horsfall. 
Page 13, lines 25, 26. Sir J. Greſham's and Miſs 
' Clayton's Anſwer, page 13, line 15. And theſe de- 
fendants, Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Miſs 
Clayton, deny they have eyer traduced the ſaid R. Col- 
lett's character as to his Done] or profeſſional abilitiex 
otherwiſe than, that concerving be had groſsly impoſed 
an Sir R. Clayton, in the ſale of the manor and borough, 
of Blechingly, they had declared the ſame to Sir R. Clay- 
ton, and adviſed him to employ another Solicitor. Sir J. 
Greſham's Anſwer, page 14, 15, line 40; and Sir R. 
Clayton's Anſwer, page 27, line 41, who ſays he can- 
not paint out any inſtance in which he failed in his duty. 
ee 52/4; 17 
And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) admits it may be 
true, it was not an eaſy matter, in the years 1778 and 
717795 to raiſe the ſur of 10,0001. by mortgage, although 
- "that defendant believes ſuch a ſum, and more, might 
| have/been then raiſed on ſuch kind of ſecurity, on terms 
of agreeing to pay intereſt, at 5 per tent. for the ſame, far 
„ dee be Sir R. Clayton's twat 
e Bol Flight 98 | 
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404 U this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) does not TY 
or believe, that the value of the franchiſe of the ſaid 
borough has been increaſed ſince the year 1779, other= - 
wiſe t than by the general riſe in the value of landed eftates 
once the laft peace; and by the political queſtion as to the 
reform of Parliament, having been. ſince that time negativeds 
Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, page 33 line . 


| IX. 


1 2 14 


| And the faid defendant (Sir J. Greſham) admits, that 


the ſaid R. Collett did afterwards give ſuch opinion of the = 
faid J. Horsfall, to this defendant, Sir J. Greſham, f in 

X March, 1784, as ſtated in the Bill; ; i, e. the opinion 

relative to the value of this reverſion mentioned — 


Sir J. Greſham s e page 13, line 26, 27, _ 


* Tv $ e * I „* 1 A. * * ; 
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And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) farther ſays, he 
admits it to be true, that at the time of executing the ſaid 
indentures of leaſe and releaſe, he was informed of, and 
urder flood that, the ſame were an abſolute conveyance from 
this defendant, of the faid everſion, in fee, of, and in the 
ſaid borough of Blechingly, for the price or ſum 
10,0001. Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, page 21, line 1 | 
And this defendant alſo ſaith, that ſuch indentures — 

"conſidered as an abſolute ſale, Kc. Sir R. Clayton's An- 
ſwer, page 21, line 16, 17. And the: ſaid defendants, 
Sir John Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton, 
_ ſeverally ſay, that they have been informed, and believe, 
that thereupon, and from the like motives, Sir Robert 
4 IN | 


(83 
Clayton conſented to ſell the reverſion of the aid borough 
of Blechingly, and authorined the ſaid R. Collett to pro- 
cute a purchaſer, by prizate contract, for it, if, he N., 


t 10,090 l. for the fam J, Grelham, 
5 F090 Miſs Clays 1 5 page 8, Vos 2 222 


And that they believe the ſaid Sir R. Clayto on. did 


g then. know the ſame was an abſolute conveyance & by = 


fol, 'of the ſaid reverſion of the faid borough 
J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, a and Miſs Cl 5 
ſwer, page 12, line TYRE: e 


W's! 


KI. ; 

Woh theſe efendagts Fake Ei 7 ſay, 17 have 
been i infor ed, and belieye, the draft of the ſaid e yey- 

ce, * ag ſaid reverſion 2. the faid boroug og ” 
50 597 Mr. Fearne, r r by "Mr. "Holliday; Blreficts 
Las, 20 ebalf of 0 the ; ſaid Sir K. Clayion, b by the 55 
mendatioh of the 25 Collett.” 'See Sir 255 Grethdin, 
Lady Greſham, and Miſs e $ nne page my 


line 10. 1 
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Ad, Ws EBW, R,,Clayton). farther ſays, 
laid R. Collett ſuggeſted 10 this defendant, that 
he raiſed money by mortgages, ſuch mortgages might 


| got; into the hand#-of bis family wha were then at variance 


uitb him, or into the hands of ſome: of his opponents, in 
political intereſts, who might underhand obtain an ; affenment | 


of ſur mortgages,.. and that in ſuch caſe ſuch perſons might 


diftreſs and perplex him, by calling on him for payment of 


-ſueh,;mopey. . * R. g Aale, IG: 8, 
Une 13. 


„ 


1 


. \ MV. NIE 

88 this 1 (Sir R. Clayton) admits,” that in 
caſe the ſaid ſum of 10,0001. had been raiſed by. mort- 
gage, it would have deen.inconvenientto;himy.ps it would 
have reduced his yearly i income: ſo much, as the amount 
of the intereſt of 10, ooo l. being 500 l. 4 hear. And 
this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) believes it may be true, 
that he may, at ſeveral times, have acknowledged to the 
ſaid R. Collett, that raiſing that ſaid ſam of 'z0,0001,.by 
martgage, would have been inconvenient. te him as afore- 
faid;; i. e. by reducing his income 5004. & year, the intereſt 
of 10, oo l. See Sir R. Clayton's Anſwers. page 26, | 
lines 23. 25-—And alſo that he, the (aid $ixR. Clayton, 
under ſuch circumſtanges, had expreſſed. himſelf. pleaſed 
with having, raiſed the ſaicł ſum of 105000 l. by the 
of the ſaid reverſion in the manner it had been done. 
See Sir R. Clayton's e page * line 2031. 
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He ( Sir R. Clayton) admit it it to be true, thet he, Sir. 


ih Clayton, did duly execute ſuch articles of agreement” 


in writing, dated\Aug. 29, 1778, for fab e of the reverſion, 
in fee, of the manor and burgage, and other premiſſes, in 
f Blechingly, and that fuch articles of agreement were, 
and are, of ſuch, or like purport, as in the Hill is mentioned; 
und e he allo, after the execution of the ſuid articles} 


and 


L 80 J 


and after he had ſuffered a recovery of the manor and 
premiſſes aforeſaid, did duly execute deeds of indenture, 
dated October ad and 4th, 1779, as ſet forth in the Bill, 
whereby he duly conveyed the ſaid manor and premiſſes 
. aforeſaid,/&c. - See Sir R. Clayton's firſt Anſwer, line 
13832, and Sir J. Greſham, Lady Greſbam, and Ne 
Clayton nn which run in the ane words. a 


30143 27:4 


| f XVIII. 12 | 
| ad Une (Sir R. Clayton) admits it to bs 
true, that he never paid, or offered to pay, or bad been 
- called upon for payment F any intereſt of the ſaid' ſum of 
10,0001. advanced as the conſideration for the ſaid in- 
dentures, dated Oct. 3d and 4th, 1779, by reaſon ſuch 
. Sndentures were not really conſidered as a mortgage. * Om 


. e ee ee wet d. 
ert E803 dee bie 8 dey 
XIX. 6 8 544 11 55 a 


1 0 aid eee (Sir J. Greſham, Lady Gre- 
ſham, and Miſs Clayton) have been informed, and be- 
lieve the ſaid Sir R. Clayton conſented to, and authorized 
the ſaid R. Collett to procure a pes aſer for the ſale of 
the reverſion of the ſaid borough, if he could get for it 
10,0001; by private contract. See Sir J. Greſham, Lady 
Greſham, and Miſs Clayton' 8 Anſwer, page 8, 08 33 
2-4 rk | | 

de XX. «3, Hao 3 pf 

"= And s ben kent (Sir R. . Almi, that "ll 
RY dh deſire. the ſale, agreed to be made by him, of the re- | 
bein of the ſaid borough of Blechingly, might be made | 
3p © ua Hittle public as poſſible... See Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, 

2 25, line ab=—29.—And that this defendant (Sir R. 

. Clayton) 


t 22 1 ö 25 | 
| Clayton) admits he might, at that time ſtated in the Bill, 
 Yaqueſt the ſaid John Kenrich, as well as Mr. Collett, not 

. to make the ſaid purchaſe 3 ce Sir => r 
Anſwer, Page 17, line . | 


ive 4 pen { 1198 : 
Ach l e 
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And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) alſo admits, that 
- the buſineſs of executing ſuch indentures of leaſe and 
releaſe, was not tranſached with unuſual or any particular 


 Iuxry or expedition.' See op R. Clayton 5 ö Page 
2 r 36. 8 


XXI. rut eee 
And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) apprebends, fem 
tho nature of the caſe, the ſaid John Kenrick might take 
ſime time to conſider of ſuch price of 10,0001. before he 
. abſolutely agreed to pay the ſame for the ſaid 82 
neee ee | 


4 a 2 XxkIIUI. | 
And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) admits-it to be | 
true, that ſuch agreement in writing, as is in the ſaid, 
Bill, mentioned to bear date: Auguſt 29, 2778, ' was = 


1 0 


Wet. PP LRN At nee, | 
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ee ces de XXIV. a talk fob 
{Ad ds ths Kinde ale 0 qapiodiabaf Aa 
29, 1778, ſuch indentures of the 3d and 4th of OG. 
1779, were duly executed. Pens of | 
(ery Page: 15s _— „ ne? 5 e 
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ad that ſuch jndentures, dated 30 and 4th of Od. 8 


1779, were executed by this defendant at his owns. houſe | 
in Hill-ftreet ; and this defendant alſo admits, that pre- 


_ vious thereto he might write and ſend ſome letter to Mr. 
n 


date and purport as ſtated in the Bill, i. 4% 
f r 12, 1779+ See Sir R. Clay ton's Anſwer, 
page 22, line 44-4, and page 23, line: 1—4; and Sir 
J. Greſham, Lady Greſham, and Miſs Clayton zamit 
che ſaid conveyance was executed at his (Sir R. Clay- | 
ton's) own houſe, by bis. aun appointment (i, e. by this 
letter.) See Sir ]. Greſham, 1 IeIEs 11 8 
 Claywon's'Aphier, page 175 bx OY Ks 
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; And'ehis deſendant (Sit R. Say ack be 
admits, that he by himſelf, and the ſaid R. Collett, did 
apply to, and obtain of the ſeveral perſons in the ſaid 
 Billmentivned: (i. e. twenty-five perfons) conveyances 
of their' ſeveral eſtates for life ( in di vers of the . 
ſaid burgage meſſuages ; and in border to bar the eſlate 
- tai in fach burgages, ſuck deeds; dated Feb. 10, 2559. 
and June 14, 1779, were executed, and inrolled in: ehe 
Court of King's Bench; and two recoveries, as ſtated in 
the Bill, were ſuffered· Se Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer, 


page 54, hes aa.-n __ page's 5, line 250. This 


EE. CM: « 
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beit deeds; for joime Even ne 
feveral grantees, RR eee eee. 
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And your . ( Sir R. Clayton) 8 chat i it wi 
not in any wiſe diſcloſed by the ſaid R. Collett, or any 

2 other perſon at any time before, or at the time of exe- 

- cutjon of ſuch deeds; that the ſaid John Kenrick was, or 
Was to be i in any wiſe intereſted | in, or under the ſame, : 
or that they were in any wiſe intended in truſt for him. 
8 Sir R. Clayton's Bill; page 5, line 28, Charge 
third. And when he met Mr, Kenrtick ſoon afterwards 
at Mr, Collktt's hoyſe, he (Sit R. Clayton) admits he 


Gr. Kenrick) might then and there ſpeak of bimjelf as . 


\ the purchaſer, and that he (Sir R. Clayton) did not ex- 
preſs himſelf in any degree diſſatisfied, aud refuge, 
bim (Mr. Kenrick) not to make the ſale public. See 
Sir R. Clayton's Anſwer," page 17, line 25—28, and 

| alata are 1880 line 3 N ng 
ee ee . 
—— (Bi K. Gps an d. * 
Mor, that be never did during ſurb timo (i. e. from' Auguſt | 
20, 4978 fill: March 178 4) expreſe*bimſelf” ar being is 
any wiſe diſſoci na uith the'ſals'of ſueb rouerſum. See Sir 


705 eee page 18, ling Ay. Ad, dew 


2 * fendant ſays be beliqurs-it tu be'truey that no aptithtion was 
+ mate to the ſeid John Kenriet for the regurebaſe of the fald' + 


reverſion till the ſaid year 1784 ; nor was any complaint in — | 


; — No 4" HEHE 
4 5 8 2 ; the 


80 "x 84 of | | > 505 * 25 : 
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year, when it was confidired in ſome degree certain that the 
than Parliament would be diſſolved. See Sir R. Clayton's 
Anſwer, page 23, line 24, &c. And the ſame admiſ- 
fions are made in the very ſame words in Sir J. Gre- 
ſham's, Lady Greſham's, and Miſs Clayton's Sw 
| inthe and page 13, P_ 
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2 ee 26s ſaid R. Cal aid en * fach 
;\ (i. e. 2 converſation reſpecting the ſale of the 
EE. Lick, of Blechingly) declare the ſaid Jobn Kenrick 
| ' Would become the purchaſer, yet Sir R. Clayton did, 
"HM 0 on all ſuch occaſions, declare he would not ſell the ſaid 
- + , © - borough, and particularly not to the faid J. Kenrick. 
IS ce authority i is quoted to prove, that J. Kenrick was 
, ' "mentioned as the purchaſer, &c. Ses o R. Clays ; 
WS, R % e e ee 
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1 1 eee e further lach be 
i . Amit it 60 be true, that h did in general with mn 
aa emen tothe; ſaid R. Collett ; and that it 

00 his | particular wiſh te guard again  any' fear or 

uus i hint called upon fer the payment 322 

7 | ſens of + movey ibis defendant might by any” means 
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And this defendant (Sir R. Clayton) admit it to 's 
true, that pending the ſaid treaty, &c. this defendant 
bad many conſultations with the ſaid R. Collett about 
raiſing money for this defendant's oecaſions. See Air. 2 
Clayton's Anſwer, page It, , e "ng 
See X,—XIX. . ET „ . : 
| . een . A | 7 rele Bk 
i 8 XXV. , SEGA 732 l 1 | 
; -x. * n, 
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ho, always approved of the manner you bave fe 
. money. What my family ſays now, I know not, for  - 
Il have not ſeen them this two months, e 1 
dhall again.” Nov. 14, 17806. i 
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what other people ſay, you ſhould not mind it; it is no 
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and Co. will abuſe you heartily, w:ithou? they nn get any 
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' - brought Mr. Kenrick into Parliament as his colleague * | 
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As to Jones's letter, I think your judgment . | | 
about i it, and ſhall take na further notice of it without 5 


- it ſhould be brought in urt of Law; then 1 ſhall 
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Committee, and I have no doubt but you will do me juſtice.” 
Signed Robert Clayton, 4nd.dited Dec. 29, 1786. 
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— ' This Agreement is in my cuſtody, and the counter. 
0 in the poſſeſſion of Sir R. Clayton: 1 will ſhew it 1 
to any perſon at any time. 
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